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INQUIRIES AND SUGGESTIONS, TOUCHING SECULARIZED MINISTERS. 


A RESPECTED minister of the gospel, in the far west, wrote to us, 
in a recent letter: ‘‘I will suggest two topics which I would like 
to see discussed in the pages of your periodical. 1. In what esti- 
mation should such ministers as engage in pecuniary speculations 
be held? Thisisacustom not unfrequent inthe West. 2. Would 
it be proper so to alter the constitution of our church, as to exclude 
from seats, in her judicatories, such ministers as are not making it 
their great business to advance the kingdom of Christ, by preach- 
ing and teaching ?”’ 

These are timely and most important subjects of discussion.— 
They need to have the attention of the church directed strongly to 
them; and to be weighed in the balances of the sanctuary,by those 
to whom they more particularly apply. Thus called to the duty ; 
we will freely express our opinions on them. 

1. Any man who will examine the standards of the Presbyterian 
church, will perceive clearly, that they were made by and for a 
church, whose teachers are pastors. But the statistics of the 
church reveal, that its teachers in general are not pastors: that not 
one in every three is a pastor, the church over: and that in large 
districts of it—not one in ten, of its ordained ministers, is a pastor. 

We do not feel any call, at present, to discuss the relative scrip- 
turalness, efficiency, and excellency, of the pastoral, above every 
other permanent relation, of the teachers of the people of God, to 
the churches. We presume very few who read these pages, are likely 
to question that fact. Then it stands forth a manifest and startling 
truth, that even if al/ our ministers were thoroughly engaged in 
their proper work, still, from two-thirds to three-quarters of them, 
are not clothed with the scriptural office, most excellent and most 
efficient, as well as most peculiarly insisted on in our standards; 
namely, the pastoral office, the place of under shepherd, over a 
specific and particular flock—itself a portion of the great flock of 
Christ. 
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2. A more careful examination of our statistics will show, that 
very large numbers of our ordained ministers are engaged in em- 
ployments, which have very little, if any, relation to any part, much 
less to the principle function of the ministry of reconciliation.— 
And a general acquaintance with the church, will prove, that this 
state of things is worse than it appears to be,on paper. For while 
very few who appear to be doing nothing, are, in fact, doing some- 
thing ; contrarywise, many who seem to be doing something, are, 
in fact, doing nothing, in the direct work of the gospel ministry. 
We speak now, of men who are really employed, in things good 
in themselves; and which may indirectly favour the work of the 
world’s conversion; and, indeed, which might be proper enough, 


for disabled, superannuated, or supernumerary (if we had any) 


preachers. But which things, are not the appropriate works of a 
licentiate, a missionary or evangelist, in countrtes nominally Christ- 
ian,—and still less of a pastor. The Lord said, ‘‘ Go ye into all 
the world, and PREACH THE GOSPEL, to every creature.” Whoever 
professes to be a minister of Jesus Christ, and is capable of doing 
this, and does not his part, contradicts his professions by his acts. 

This is greatly fortified by reflecting that the ordination vows of 
every such person, are directly in the teeth of his present conduct. 
In the 5 Response (page 379, of the Form of Government, edition 
of 1822) each one has declared that he sought the ministry ‘'from 
love to God, and a sincere desire to promote his glory in the gospel 
of his Son.’ In the 6th he has promised ‘to be zealous and faith- 
ful in maintaining the truths of the gospel.” And in the 7th, * to 
be diligent and faithful’ in ‘‘ the public duties of his office.” Now 
how can any man say such vows consist with making any thing 
but the appropriate duties of the ministry, the chief business of 
one’s life ? 

But still farther: the greater part of the business now hinted at, 
by which able and competent and healthy, young and middle aged 
ministers, are seduced, not only away from the pastoral office, but 
from the work of the ministry entirely; is such, that the greater 
part of it might be as well discharged, by some disabled minister ; 
or even by some layman. 

We are well aware that the office of an Evangelist, is one fully 
recognised by our standards, and by God’s word; and we know, 
that many parts of our country must depend for a very long time, 
entirely on the labours of such. But is this an excuse, for such as 
call themselves evangelists, to become dumb? Or for them to go 
about other pursuits, not strictly becoming an Evangelist? Or for 
them to flee the regions where their office points them ; and clus- 
ter where they are not at all, or not an hundredth part so much 
needed ? 

It is also well known to us, that many excellent and devoted men 
—both pastors and evangelists, are obliged to provide in part or in 
whole, for their own support and that of their families. To find 
fault with such, is at once unkind and unchristian. Was it wrong 
in Paul to make tents? Ah! but Paul—let him work as hard as 
he might—preached harder still. Here lies the secret, and the 
true distinction. These men donot make the ministry the means 
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ef secular advancement, as many, we fear, do; bat they make their 
necessary secular employments, the means of aiding them to serve 
Jesus, in the ministry of his gospel. These men are amongst the 
most deserving in the ministry. 

3. Others of whom we have now to speak, and we fear there are 
many such, have not only deserted, shunned, never sought, or re- 
fused the pastoral office,—or otherwise used it, as a mere blind; 
and have not only failed to do the noble work of an Evangelist, in 
its true place, and proper manner; and have, not only engaged in 
works, as their chief business, not properly or directly pertaining 
to the ministry of reconciliation ; but some have given up all seri- 
eus and regular attention to the work of the ministry, some become 
thoroughly immersed in the cares of life, some become bond and 
bill shavers,—-some married cotton plantations and gangs of slaves, 
—some become speculators in western lands—some in stocks and 
city property,—some in Morus Multicaulis*—and some in public 
charities.t 

In what estimation should such ministers as these be held? asks 
eur correspondent. Not very exalted we should presume ; if it is 
“‘ for their werk’s sake”—they ask our esteem. 

Would it be right to alter our constitution? he continues; in 
erder to exclude any portion of them; or all of them, who are 
not ‘“‘making it their great business to advance the kingdom of 
Christ’’—from seats in our church-courts. We presume tke con- 
stitution accords with God’s will, at present; and if so, we had 
better be careful how we tinker with it; especially, in vital and 
fundamental points of Presbyterianism. We presume, moreover, 
a little kind fidelity would cure some cases; a little gentle discip— 





*When we were in France, two years ago, an American minister there 
told us, that he had been requested to purchase from one to two thousand 
dollars worth of this tree—({which the people seem nearly as mad about, 
as the Hollanders ever were about ‘Tulips) for another minister, in theU nited 
States. Several singular circumstances have since made us curious to 
know the result of this speculation. And we feel authorised to say, first, 
that it was eminently successful ; and is still ardently prosecuted. Secord- 
dy, that at the moment the trees were selling, by auction, in our eastern 
cities, for a price that would make a common riding switch of it, cost about 
one dollar, (and an acre of land, weuld, we presume, from personal inspec- 
tion of a field, produce switches enough to hon all the boys in the state he 
lived in) the church served by this minister, made application to our 
Board of Domestic Missions, for two hundred dollars per annum—to aid 
in his support!—There is a missionary spirit for you!—There is an exam- 
ple of self-denial for the churches! 

tWe know of several instaneesin which the ministerial agents of insti- 
tutions, for the advancement of knowledge and religion, are reputed 
we believe, truly, to have made considerable estates, from their interest in 
the joint charity. In one of these, which we detail as a sample, the agent 
proceeded thus: Give me, said he, 800 dollars, for which I will locate 640 


acres of land, in Illinois; three-fourths of this is yours, and will, when lo- 


cated one year, be worth double the money you gave ; one-fourth will be- 
long to the Theological School, we are about to get up. ‘Then to the 
School he said, here are 160 acres of land forus; of which my part is . 
We never heard, exactly, what his per cent. was ; but that he realised a 
ortune in a few years, 
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line others ; and an example or two of deposition from the minis- 
try, for covenant breaking, and incurable worldlymindedness would 
finish the rest. And surely there is room and power enough, without 
any constitutional argument or change, to do all this. Let those 
who see the evil cure it, or cut it out. Instead of going indirectly 
round the subject, and making it one of privilege and of government; 
let it be met directly, as one of duty, responsibility, and right. It 
can be properly decided no otherwise. 

4. But there must be a radical change—farther back. False 
notions—utterly false—are rife in the country, on every point of 
this subject. We illustrate one or two. 

The American Education Society has been preaching and pub- 
lishing over the land for ten years; that every pious young man, of 
good health, good parts, and good education, oughtto preach the 
gospel. This is totally false, and is, by itself, enough to fill the 
country with an unconverted ministry. 

The sentiment has been openly and repeatedly avowed in some 
of the most influential periodicals in the country ; and by many of 
the most distinguished scholars and divines of the eastern section 
of it; and is constantly, and to an alarming extent acted upon: 
that the ministry as it regards a man personally, is not an end 
merely, but a means to other ends. As for example—to profes- 
sorships, agencies, editorships, &c. @&c.: and this is one constant 
argument with them, not only for thorough scholarship, but for 
seeking the ministry as a calling. We first saw the suggestion in 
an article ascribed to Proff. Stuart of Andover, recommending a 
thorough study of the Greek language, to candidates for the minis- 
try. In a country like ours, this principle alone, if it be fully re- 
ceived, will ensure an unconverted ministry. 

The second point relates to licensure and ordination, especially 
the latter; and of it, particularly in regard to Evangelists. The 
church is full of men, ordained sine titulo ; who yet never had the 
least idea of going to any frontier or destitute settlement, nor there- 
fore of being in truth Evangelists. 

Now, we have overlooked the fact, that in such cases, the prin- 
cipal outward evidence that God ever called such at all, into the 
ministry, is wanting ; namely, the call of a particular congregation, 
for these persons to take the oversight of them. We forget too, 
apparently, that in nine-tenths of these instances, there was no 
absolute hindrance, but that a licentiate might have done all that 
was needful ; or what he had lacked, could have easily obtained, viz: 
occasional aid to administer once and again the required ordinan- 
ces. We take no thought that ordination is to an office that can- 
not be laid aside; that, therefore, it ought not to be taken up, but 
after ample trial and satisfaction; and that men may and do de- 
ceive themselves about religion, as frequently and grossly, as about 
any thing else. We overlook the fact, that by such proceedings, 
we fill the Presbyteries with men who represent no-body; that we 
create embarrassment, and difficulty inthe carrying forward of our 
ecclesiastical system; and lay up trouble for ourselves, and morti- 
fication for those we have conspired to lead astray. 
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The Presbyterian church is not a church governed by evangel- 
ists. Let us then go back to first principles ; and cure this evil in 
its root. If we cultivate true notions, as to who ought to preach, 
and when they ought to be ordained; we shall remove the greatest 
occasions fortrouble, on this whole subject. Then if we will exe- 
cute fairly and faithfully our system as it stands, by God’s grace— 
all will be well. 

It appears to us a happy omen, that so much attention is, of late, 
given to this subject. And we are satisfied, that if the ministers in 
the Presbyterian church who are now so engaged—as not to make 
the spreading of the knowledge of the gospel of God, the great end 
of their lives and labours ; would voluntarily, or could properly be 
got to devote themselves to their own covenanted calling; that 
single revolution would do more for man, than her Education and 
Home Mission Boards, can both do, in a whole generation. Or if 
this may not be, then the next thing to be desired is, that all who 
are not willing to be of us—should as quickly as possible find a 
shelter more consonant to drones, idlers, and wasters. 

And let not the churches imagine that they have but small inter- 
est in this matter. Every church—yea, every private Christian, is 
deeply and in many ways interested, in keeping the standard of 
ministerial character and labour, at the very highest pitch. And 
therefore in guarding with sedulous care the entrance into the 
sacred office, and in watching with sleepless vigilance, over the 
conduct of all who have gained admittance to it, 





[For the Baltimore Literary and Religious Magazine. ]} 


THE INFALLIBILITY OF THE ROMAN CHURCH DISPROVED; WITH AN 
ANSWER TO THE TEXTS ALLEDGED TO PROVE IT. 


( Abridged from Chillingworth.) 


Tue condition of communion with the church of Rome, with- 
out the performance whereof no man can be received into tt, is this, 
—that he believes firmly and without doubting whatsoever that 
church requires him to believe. 

To do this, he must have assurance of that church’s infallibility, 
—but no reason for such assurance can be produced that will en- 
dure impartial examination. 

1. If it be said, it is believed infallible because the scriptures 
declare it to be so.—I ask, how we shall know that the texts 
alledged to prove it, are a part of the word of God?—If it be said, 
the church which ts infallible, has declared what is Scripture,—then 
I must believe the church to be infallible because the Scriptures 
say so, and I must believe the Scriptures to be the word of God, 
on the authority of the church, which is to run to an endless round. 
Besides, I could never find it written in the Scriptures so much as 
once in express terms or equivalently, that the church, in subordi- 
nation to the see of Rome, shall be always infallible. 

2. [fit be said, it is drawn from Scripture truly iaterpreted, I ask, 
what warrant have I for believing the interpretation true? Is it said, 
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my reason will tell me,—then is not this to build on my reason and 
private interpretation? Certainly—and I have reason to fear, that 
reason assures no man that the infallibility of the church of Rome 
can be justly deduced from Scripture. 

3. If it be said, the fathers agree in so interpreting the Scripture 
—I reply, it is most false, and cannot be pretended without impu- 
dence—and I ask, who shall judge whether the fathers do so inter- 
pret? If it is said reason—this is the very sin charged on Protestants, 
—to make reason the last foundation of our faith. If it be said, the 
church interprets the fathersthus,—I reply, only the Romish church 
does so, she who wishes to be thought infallible, affirms that the 
fathers have affirmed, that the Scriptures declare her to be infallible 
—that is, she decides in her own case. 

4. If it be said, the fathers affirm it with full consent as a matter 
of tradition,—lI reply, this pretence is also false, and that upon 
trial, it will not appear to have any colour of probability, to any 
who remember that it is the infallibility of the present Roman, 
and not of the Catholic church that is disputed. But who shall 
decide that the fathers agree on this point? Must we go to our 
Own reason, or put our faith in that church whose claim to our faith 
we are examining? 

5. If it be said, that the infallibility of the Roman church would 
yield the universal church so many advantages, and the want of an 
infallible guide would bring so many mischiefs, that it cannot be 
thought but that God, out of his love to many, has appointed this 
church as an infallible guide to all other churches. This argument 
would serve the church of Greece or Geneva, or England, to prove 
itself infallible,—every one might say of itself, it is necessary there 
should be some guide, but there is no other, therefore I am appoint- 
ed by God to be that guide. Thus a man might make himself 
monarch of a popular state—he might present the advantages of a 
monarchy, the mischiefs of a democracy, and then say, surely God 
out of his love to us has appointed some remedy, he hath ordained 
no other to redress them but himself, and thence conclude, he alone 
of necessity, must be the man appointed to rule over them. But, 
how is it known that these advantages are to be secured and these 
evils avoided, only by the infallibility of the church of Rome, and 
not by some other means? Dare a Romanist say, reason tells him? 
Besides, how is it possible you should know that all the good might 
not be gained and all the evil avoided, Without any aid from the 
church of Rome’s infallibility, if all men believed the Scripture and 
lived according to it, and would require no more of others than to 
do so? If it isreplied, there would be no unity of doctrine—how 
is it possible you should know this, since there are so many places 
in Scripture which teach that the want of piety in living is the cause 
of want of unity in believing? 

6. It is said the Scriptures cannot be the guide, because many 
men have used their best endeavours to follow it, and yet have 
fallen into damnable heresies. But we must distinguish between 
those who pretended to follow the Scriptures, and were suffered to 
fall into grievous errors as a just punishment of their wicked pre- 
tending—and those who did love the truth sincerely, and above all 
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things, and did seek it diligently and with all their power, to the 
intent that they might conform their lives to it, and yet erred.— 
With respect to the latter, J judge it dishonourable to God, to say 
that he can hate and destroy such. Is it answered, that pride of 
their own understanding made them reject the church of Rome, 
and for this sin they are punished ; I reply, that whether the church 
of Rome be the guide of all men, is the question, and must be 
proved, that as it is humility to follow whom God appoints to lead, 
so it is credulity to follow every one that offers to lead, and that the 
present church of Rome pretends very little, or nothing of importance, 
to get the office of head and guide to the whole church, which Anti- 
Christ when he cometh, may not and will not make use of for the very 
same end and purpose, and therefore we have reason not to be too pre- 
cipttate in committing ourselves to the guidance of the Pope, lest we 
mistake the enemy of Christ for the vicar of Christ. 

7. If it be said that in all commonwealths there must be not only 
a rule for men to live by, but a judge to decide the differences 
arising among them out of various interpretations of the law, and 
that without a judge, controversies would be endless; therefore, if 
in civil affairs a judge be necessary, how much more in ecclesiasti- 
cal affairs, in deciding controversies that concern our eternal state ? 
I answer, if it were as certain that God has constituted the Pope 
or the church of Rome the guide of faith and the judge of contro- 
versies, as it is that the king hath appointed a lord-chief-justice, 
thus having such a guide would be very available for preserving 
unity and conducting souls to heaven; but a judge who has no 
better title to his place than the Pope has to the one he pretends 
to—a judge that is justly questionable, is more likely to produce 
strife than to end it, and to be one of the greatest subjects of con- 
troversy, and occasions of dissension. To avoid this great incon- 
venience, if God had intended the Pope or the church of Rome 
for this office, certainly he would have said so, if not frequently at 
least plainly, certainly once in express terms ; but he does not say 
so, nor can it be deduced from what he has said; and if it be not cer- 
tain, itis very probable he never meant that the Pope or the church 
of Rome should be the final judge on earth. Again, in civil con- 
troversies the case can hardly be so put that there should be 
necessity for one to be the party and judge, but in matters of religion 
where all have equal interest, every man is party, and is engaged to 
judge from selfish considerations this way or that, and is therefore 
unfit to be a judge. 

But that there is no living judge on earth, appointed by God to 
interpret Scripture and decide controversies, we have the testimony 
of Optatus of Mileonum, who is numbered by the Romish church 
among the fathers, and was contemporary with Augustin. He says, 
‘You say, such a thing is lawful, we, that it is unlawful,—the 
minds of the people are doubtful between your lawful and our uns 
lawful. Let no man believe either you or us, we are all contenti- 
ous men, we must therefore seek for judges between us. If Christ- 
ians, both sides do not afford such; if (all being interested one 
way or the other) we must seek for a judge abroad. If he be a 
pagan, he cannot know the secrets (i. e., the mysteries, the pecu- 
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liar doctrines and rites, ) of Christianity. If he be a Jew, he is an 
enemy to Christian baptism. Therefore no decision of this ques- 
tion can be found on earth, we must seek for a judge from heaven, 
but to what end do wesolicit heaven, when we have here in the gospel 
the will and testament of Christ? And because here we may fitly 
compare earthly things with heavenly, the case is just as if a man 
had many sons,—while he is present with them, he commands every 
one what he will have done, and there is no need, as yet, of making 
his last will. So, also, Christ as long as he was on earth, (though 
neither now is he wanting,) commanded his apostles whatsoever 
was necessary. But just as an earthly father when he feels his end 
approaching, fearing lest the brothers should fall out and quarrel, 
calls in witnesses and transfers his will from his dying heart into 
written tables, that will continue long after him. Now if any con- 
troversy arises among the brothers, they do not go to his tomb, but 
consult his last will, and thus he, while he rests in the grave, speaks 
to them in those silent tables as if he were alive. He whose testa- 
ment we have is in heaven, therefore we are to inquire his pleasure 
in the gospel as in his last will and testament.” It is plain therefore 
this father knew not that God had appointed the bishop or the 
church of Rome to be the living judge, to whose decision all must 
bow; for had he known it, then to have denied it as he does in the 
passage quoted, would have been awful impiety. 

Neither is there the like reason fora judge in matters of religion 
as in those of a civil nature; for where the question is about 
property, one or the other must suffer wrong until it be decided 
rightly ; but in matters of religion, I may hold one opinion, and 
you another, and neither do injustice or suffer wrong. 

8. The followiug passages are cited by Cardinal Perron and Mr. 
Stratford, to prove the infallibility of the Roman church: 

]. Isaiah, i. 26.— Thou shalt be called the city of righteousness, 
the faithful city. | 

2. Isaiah, lii. 1.—There shall no more come unto thee the uncircum- 
cised and unclean. 

3. Isaiah, lix. 21.—As for me, this is my covenant with them, saith 
the Lord ; my spirit that is upon thee, and my words that I have put in 
thy mouth, shall not depart out of thy mouth, nor out of the mouth of thy 
seed, nor out of the mouth of thy seed’s seed, saith the Lord, from 
henceforth and forever. 

4. Isaiah, Ixii. 6.-—I have set watchmen upon thy walls, O Jerusa- 
lem, which shall not hold their peace day nor night. 

5. Jeremiah, xxxi, 33.—This shall be my covenant, that I will 
make with the house of Israel,—I will put my law in their inward 
parts, and write it in their hearts, and I will be their God and they 
shall be my people. 

6. Ezekiel, xxxvi. 27.—I will put my Spirit within you, and cause 
you to walk in my statutes, and ye shall keep my judgments and de 
them. 

7. Ezekiel, xxxvii. 26.—J will give my sanctification in the midst 
of them forever.* 





* This is probably taken from some Romish translation. 
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©. Hosea, ii. 19, 20.—J will betroth thee unto me forever,—I will 
betroth thee unto me in righteousness, and in judgment, and in loving- 
kindness, and in mercies. I will even betroth thee unto me in faith- 
fulness, and thou shalt know the Lord. 

Y. Song of Solomon.—Thou art all fair, my love; there is no 
spot in thee. 

Of the first and second of these places, it is evident they no way 
relate to the Roman church; besides, it is not at all clear that the 


society which may be called the righteous and faithful city, must, 


be infallible in all her doctrine, it might rather prove that they 
should be not liable to sin, but this even the Romish church never 
claimed. 

In the third, Romish writers are accustomed to triumph, but a 
more infallible interpreter than the Pope has expounded it, of the 
Jewish nationx—I mean St. Paul,—and the church of Rome 
believes the same, else why in the margin of her Bible, does she 
send us to Rom. xi. 26, for an exposition of the prophesy? 

The fourth text has no reference to infallibility or the Romish 
church, and the 5th, 6th, and 7th, all relate tothe Jewish nation. 

The ninth proves too much, if it proves any thing, in relation to 
the Romish church, that she can never sin, unless we say that 
errors only are sins and impicties are not. 

10. Matthew, xvi. 18.—Upon this rock will I build my church, 
and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. 

This is said of the Catholic church, but it can never be proved 
that the church in communion with the see of Rome is the Catho- 
lic church. The text speaks of the perpetuity, not of the infalli- 
bility, unless every error be a gate of hell, or if a church teaches 
one error, it ceases to be a church, as if a man should cease to be 
a man because he has the stone or the gout. 

11. Matt. xviii. 19,20.—Lo I am with you always, even unto the 
end of the world. Does the Saviour by you here, mean the Roman 
church, does he promise to provide not only a sufficient light but to 
keep them from forsaking that light, not only to keep them from 
damnable errors, but from every error? If he does, if the promise 
be absolute, then every bishop, priest, and deacon, sent by Christ, 
may claim this assistance, and consequently infallibility as well as 
the Pope. 

12. Matt. xviii. 17.—Jf he will not hear the church, let him be 
unto thee as a heathen man and a publican, 

Does this refer to the church of Rome, or to every particular 
church, to which an aggrieved member may carry his complaint? 
If infallibility may be proved hence, how many infallible churches 
shall we have ? 

13. Matt. xviii. 20.— Where two or three are gathered together in 
my name, there am I in the midst of you. This also shoots short or 
over; either proves nothing or too much; either not the infallibility 
of the whole church, or of every partof it, not of general councils 
but of particular councils. And I see no reason why these two or 
three may not be of any other as well as of the Romish church. 

14. Luke x. 16.—He that heareth you, heareth me ; and he that 
tai you, despiseth me. 
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If this refer to the bishop of Rome, and proves him infallible, it 
proves as much of every minister of Christ, for of the meanest of 
them this saying is verified. 

15. John, xiv. 15, 16.—IJ will ask my Father and he will give you 
another comforter, even the Spirit of truth, that he may abide with you 
for ever. 

But what warrant is there for understanding this of the church of 
Rome,—compare the 26th verse. Some of the promise is solely 
for the apostles. Some for them and their successors,—had they 
no successors but them of the Roman church ? 

Thisis pretended, but who can prove it. 

In conclusion, I would fain know whether there be any certainty 
that every pope is a good Christian ?—If there is, how was it that 
Bellarmine should have cause to think and say, that such a rank of 
them went successively to the devil. 
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CRITIQUE OF ROBERT HALDANE, OF EDINBURG, UPON MOSES STUART, 
OF ANDOVER. 


Letter from Robert Haldane, Esq., to the Rev. Dr. Morison, editor 
of the London Evangelical Magazine, respecting the Commentary 
of Professor Stuart, on the Epistle to the Romans. 


‘Sir,—In your Magazine of this month, you represent me as 
adopting, in my Exposition of the Epistle to the Romans, ‘a style 
‘of censure which can never be applicable to such a man as Moses 
‘Stuart.’ This language is calculated to mislead your readers, and 
induce them to suppose that I have made a personal attack on Mr. 
Stuart, while you are well aware that my censures are exclusively 
levelled against his heretical doctrine, and the perverted state- 
ments by which he labours to supportit. And in what style should 
perversions of the truth of God be censured? Are they to be 
treated as mere matters of opinion on which we may innocently 
and safely differ? Or ought they to be openly met in a tone of 
solemn, strong, and decided disapprobation? If an apostle was 
withstood to the face when he was to be blamed, are the writings 
of Moses Stuart, which subvert the Gospel, to be passed without 
rebuke ? 

The style I have adopted, in my remarks on Mr. Stuart’s Com- 
mentary on the Romans, is the style which I believe the Lord en- 
joins, and which his servants throughout the Scriptures exemplify, 
in opposition to the manner of those who prophesied smooth 
things, who called evil good, who put darkness for light, and bitter 
for sweet, of which you have furnished so melancholy an example. 
Others, who have read my work, consider the style as suitable to 
the occasion, and thata smoother style, in so flagrant a case, in 
which, by good words and fair speeches, the hearts of many have 
been deceived, would have discovered rather the love of the praise 
of men than of the praise of God. Your animadversion on this 
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style, considering that the most vital doctrines of the Gospel are 
concerned, bears the appearance of being intended for the double 
purpose of discrediting, on the one hand, the only work in which 
Mr Stuart’s heresies have been brought to light; and on the other, 
of withdrawing the public attention from the fearful responsibility 
which attaches to yourown conduct. 

In the examples of opposing error, left on record for our imita- 
tion, we perceive nothing of that frigid spirit of indifference which , 
smiles on the corrupters of the word of God, and shuns to call her- 
esy by its proper name. With what holy indignation do the apos- 
tles denounce the subtle machinations of the enemies of the Gos- 
pel! In vain shall we look among these faithful servants of the 
Lord for any thing to justify that trembling reserve which fears to 
say decidedly that truth is truth, or that error is error. 

But, Sir, while I have to desiderate in you that zeal and decision 
with which you ought to have set yourself against the heresies of 
Mr. Stuart, I can give the less credit to your disapprobation of the 
style I have employed, when I cast my eye on the article in your 
magazine on the same leaf in which I am censured. Speaking of 
the report of alate deputation to America, you thus express yourself 
—‘If they are convinced in their minds—and surely they must 
‘ be—that the American Christians, and particularly their own de- 
‘ nomination, are living in a frightful sin against God, it was their 
* duty to enter into no compromise with that sin, and to make no 
‘ conditions of abstinence from denouncing it in the same frank, 
‘open, and manly way in which they would have denounced it in 
‘ their native country.’ Observe, Sir, how this applies to your con- 
duct to the American Christians of your own denomination, who 
are living in a frightful sin against God, in retaining as one of 
their chief instructors a man who teaches another gospel. ‘It 
‘ would have been,’ you say, ‘a noble act of Christian heroism to 
‘ have forfeited a confidence which could not be secured without 
* merging the identity of their character upon a paramount ques- 
‘ tion in Christian morals. You have only to change the express- 
ion, ‘Christian morals,’ for Christian doctrines, and this language 
comes home to yourself. Had the deputation acted in the way 
you recommend, ‘the American churches,’ you subjoin, ‘ would 
‘ have learnt a lesson never to be forgotten, that British Christians 
‘cannot consistently with their obligations to the Great Master, 
* make cominon cause with American professors of the Gospel, in 
‘ their slave holding or slave defending propensities.” The appli- 
cation is obvious. Can British Christians, consistently with their 
obligations to the Lord, make common cause with an American 
professor of the Gospel in his endeavours to subvert its very foun- 
dations? ‘Here,’ you observe, ‘the faithful ministers of the cross 
‘ have ever denounced it (slavery). And have you, as a faithful minis- 
ter, denounced the heresies of the man who tramples on the doc- 
trines of the cross? ‘Are they,’ you say, ‘to purchase the ap- 
‘ plause of the timid, the irresolute, and the actually corrupt, by 
‘ standing aloof from that persecuted but noble band of men who 
‘call the sin of slavery by its proper name?’ And are you, Sir, 
4> purchase the applause of those who stand aloof from the men 
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who call heresy by its propername? You add, ‘we say unhesi- 
‘ tatingly, that English pastors will unspeakably degrade themselves 

‘and violate principles which ought to be dearer to them than ex- 
‘ istence itself, if they will allow themselves to be placed in such 
‘an ominous position.’ And is not this the very position in which 
you have placed yourself respecting Christian doctrine ? ‘It will 
‘notdo,’ you observe, ‘to talk to us of prudence when a great 
‘ question in Christian morals isin jeopardy.’ And willitdo, when 
not one, but many great questions in Christian doctrine are in jeo- 
pardy? It appears, then, that you can ‘rebuke sharply,’ when 
you deem the occasion to be suitable; but that, in defiance of 
Scriptural example, you are offended with those who do so, when 
‘sound doctrine’is concerned. 

Mr. Stuart asks, ‘Can I publish to the world what I do not 
‘ seriously regard as true?’ If Mr. Stuart seriously regards what 
he has written to be true, the apostle Paul as seriously thought 
that he ought to do many things contrary to the name of Jesus of 
Nazareth. But when this author overthrows the doctrine of Scrip- 
ture, asserts in plain language that obedience leads to, and ends in 
justification,—when he explodes the imputation of sin and righte- 
ousness, and advances statements that impugn the justice of the 
Divine administration,—when, according to his American Reviewer, 
he has denounced doctrines which have ‘ alws ays been regarded as 
‘ part of the common faith of Protestant Christendom,’—when by 
glaring mis-translations, and perverted reasonings, he removes the 
foundation of a sinner’s hope before God, all of which I have fully 
established in my Exposition,—when I observe this, I consider it 
to be my duty, however Mr. Stuart may regard such statements to 
be true, to show that they are utterly false, derogatory in the high- 
est degree to the character of God, and, if received, irretrievably 
ruinous to the souls of men. Sir, it is not in your power to rebut 
even one of these heavy charges. 

You ventured, you say, when a former edition of Mr. Stuart’s 
Commentary on the Epistle to the Romans made its appearance, to 
commend it very earnestly to the attention of Theological 
students.’ Yes; and Jet me remind you of some of those ‘ great 
swelling words,’ by which you introduced him to the public,— 
His love of truth, his fearlessness of all consequences in the 
assertion of it, his freedom from all dogmatism and vanity, his 
patience in putting forth the amount of labour necessary towards 
reaching a difficult conclusion, his perfect simplicity of heart, are 
qualities which none can overlook in perusing his admirable 
writings.’ -Assuredly you, Sir, cannot say with Paul, ‘ neither at 
‘any time used we flattering words.’ His love of truth. Did you 
not shudder when you wrote tins? His freedom from a// ranity— 
his perfect simplicity of heart. If this be so, no marvel, if conscious 
of those qualities which you so unreservedly ascribe to him, Mr. 
Stuart cannot for a moment conceive that the personal experience 
of the apostle Paul is described in the seventh chapter of the 
Epistle to the Romans; nor is it in the least surprising that he 
should explain the expres on, ia the sixth chapter, ‘dead to sin,’ 
to mean ‘torenounce sin to become as it were insensible to its 
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‘exciting power or influence (as a dead person is incapable of 
‘sensibility.’) And as it is impossible to overlook the ‘ character- 
‘ istic features of Mr. Stuart’s mind? in his admirable writings, it is 
not to be wondered at that you ventured to commend them very 
earnestly ; although now, indeed, you say you see ‘much in them, 
‘in the form of implication and inference, calculated to unsettle 
‘all the ancient landmarks on the subject of the innate depravity 
‘of human nature. You also say, ‘after all that Mr. Stuart has 
advanced in the present edition to support his theory,’ you ‘are 
nota whit more reconciled to its truth.” But why? Because, 
according to you, it is now ‘stripped of all disguise.’ When you 
ventured so earnestly to commend his admirable writings, were you 
not aware of the evil they contained, although possibly not so fully 
as now when you have got them stripped of all disguise? Sir, I 
maintain, that such a paragraph as I have quoted above from your 
review, it will not be easy to match. Moreover, it has seldom been 
exemplified, that any one acting as you have done in this matter, 
has without the smallest confession of his guilt, voluntarily come 
forward as the accuser of another, who probably helped him to see 
through the ‘disguise’ under which a fundamental doctrine of 
Christianity is undermined and overthrown. Can you be ignorant 
that a very ample acknowledgment to the Christian public ts due by 
you, of your sin in contributing to disseminate the poison contain- 
edin Mr. Stuart’s writings? 

The Apostle Paul warned Christians against men who from 
among themselves arose speaking perverse things, to draw away 
disciples after them, and instead of complimenting false teachers 
in his day, as you do Mr. Stuart, denounced an angel from heaven 
on the supposition of his preaching another gospel. And even 
now, when your eyes are opened to the deleterious character of 
Mr. Stuart’s writings, and when compelled to admit that, ‘ stripped 
‘ of all disguise,’ his theory is, that there is no sin in the world but 
actual sin, how inadequate is the testimony you have borne against 
them? Yet can any thing be more dangerous than heresy under 
disguise? And can that system be called Christianity which de- 
nies original sin? Was it not your duty, then, to lift up your voice 
like a trumpet, and cry aloud and spare not; to do all in your 
power to testify repentance for your most unmerited panegyrics on 
this opposer of the truth, and on his ‘admirable writings,’ which, 
when stripped of all disguise, exhibit his frightful heresies and art- 
ful contradictions of the truth of God? Is that truth to be trifled 
with, and suffered to be trampled on in this manner? For the 
part, Sir, you have acted, you ought to humble yourself in the dust. 
If my style be not applicable to Mr. Stuart, is yours applicable ?— 
You had better have looked to your own style before you came for- 
ward to censure mine. You should have remembered the beam in 
your own eye. 

Sir, it is uncandid and unfair to attempt, as you have done by an 
indirect, unsubstantiated, and undefined charge, to impress the 
Christian public with the opinion that in condemning the errors of 
Mr. Stuart, lL have employed a style of censure that is not applica- 
ble to him. My style of censure would be applicable to all the 
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angels of heaven were they to teach the heresies of Moses Stuart. 
And with all your complimentary phraseology,what do you virtually 
say of him? Do you not charge his doctrine, when stripped of all 
disguise, as heretical ; and virtually deny him a sound understanding 
when you admit that he teaches fundamental errors, througha mass 
of mis-directed learning ? 

You reverence Mr. Stuart’s learning, criticism, and mental pow- 
er; but is it possible that sound criticism can lead to false theolo- 
gy? I venture to predict, that after Mr. Carson’s work shall be 
completed, the first part of which is just published, entitled, ‘ Ex- 
‘amination of the Principles of Biblical Interpretation of Ernesti, 
‘Ammon, Stuart, and other Philologists,’ the claims of Moses 
Stuart, will, in those respects be much lowered. Nothing more 
clearly shows the necessity of such a work than the fact, that by 
the aid of false criticism, many modern interpreters have contrived 
to corrupt the Gospel, and darken the word of God with a plausi- 
bility that deceives the generality of readers, and with a show of 
learning that overawes them. It is thus that Mr. Stuart’s work on 
the Epistle to the Romans has commanded the admiration of those 
who would be thought learned, or averted the opposition of others 
who may have suspected its orthodoxy. 

It is certainly no evidence of Mr. Stuart’s uncommon candour 
when in a passage quoted by you, he endeavours to impress his 
readers with a conviction that his opponents will be sectarians and 
party men. What he says on this subject you characterise as 
‘admirable remarks;’ you ought rather to have designated them 
as abominable artifice and dishonest dealing. Sectarianism 1s 
utterly out of the question. It is the doctrines of the Gospel, the 
most fundamental doctrines of the Gospel which are concerned, 
aud not the distinctions of sects and parties. And now it turns 
out that you yourself are one of the party men or sectarians refer- 
red to by Mr. Stuart, though you are both of the same sect, Sec- 
tarian distinctions have nothing to do with this controversy. Mr. 
Stuart’s works overturn the Gospel, and you know it. 

Mr. Stuart lays it down as an axiom that the imputation of sin 
and righteousness is impossible. Where is the Christian who, 
after this, will have the boldness to defend Mr. Stuart’s work, or 
to affirm that to him the strongest style of censure is not applica- 
ble? Where isthe Christian who will attempt even to palliate 
such heresies? Can any man be valled a Christian who will not 
acknowledge that he was shapen in iniquity and conceived in sin ; 
or who will hold up his face to affirm that in the day when the 
heavens and the earth shall flee away from the presence of Him 
that sitteth on the throne, he shall be able to stand, except by the 
imputation of the righteousness of Christ? All refuges of lies, 
such as those which Mr. Stuart has substituted in its place, will 
then be swept away. It is worthy of particular remark, that in 
order to explode the doctrine of justification by the imputation of 
that righteousness, and to support his destructive errors, Mr. Stu- 
art has selected the very portion of Scripture in which it is most 
expressly taught, and has perverted its meaning in a manner the 
most artful. 
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There has of late been much discussion in this country respect- 
ing the state of religion in America. Some maintain that it is in 
a flourishing condition, while others affirm that a great declension 
in sound doctrine has taken place. Nothing on the subject has 
been produced that more strongly confirms this last opinion than 
the astounding fact that one of the largest denominations of pro- 
fessed Christians there, continues to recognise Mr. Stuart asa 
leading instructor of their future pastors. ‘Their lukewarm state, 
and little regard for the purity of the truth as it is in Jesus, is thus 
manifest to all. How different must their character be from the 
character of those churches whom the Lord commended because 
they could not bear them which are evil, and hated the doctrine 
which he hates! This fact, connected with the little general dis- 
approbation and abhorrence of Mr. Stuart’s system which has been 
exhibited in that country, speaks volumes, and both invincibly prove 
that a Laodicean spirit of indifference to sound doctrine very ex- 
tensively prevails. 

On the whole, Sir, observing the style of high approbation with 
which Mr. Stuart’s Commentary, on the Epistle to the Romans, 
has been ushered into this country, in the guilt of which you so 
largely participate ; and when no warning voice was heard to ad- 
monish Christians of their danger, I considered it to be my duty 
openly and loudly to denounce his heresies, and to prove his sys- 
tem to be in direct opposition to the Scriptures. I held it to be 
proper, at the same time, to point out the heretical character of Dr. 
Macknight’s Commentary, which unaccountably stands so high in 
the estimation of many. Several years ago, after publishing stric- 
tures on that work, I received a letter from Mr. Burder, the late 
excellent Secretary of the London Missionary Society, requesting 
me to send him some copies of my remarks, saying how seasonable 
they were, and stating that his reason for wishing to distribute 
them, was, that none of the missionaries went out from the Society 
without being furnished with that Commentary. This he deeply 
regreted; and assuredly a worse book,—one more calculated to 
mislead and pervert them,—could not have been put into their 
hands. Mr. Burder found no fault with the style of my censure, 
although precisely of the same character with that which you con- 
demn. It is the style which I believe to be sanctioned by the 
Scriptures, while | am convinced that, if, in reference to Mr. Stu- 
art’s work, I had employed a different style, it would have been 
contrary to what duty demanded. It is the same style that I 
adopted on the continent in opposition to the enemies of the cross 
of Christ in that quarter, which was highly approved of by the 
Christians there, and which, I would humbly and _ thankfully 
remember, the Lord was graciously pleased to accompany with so 
many and such signal tokens of his approbation.* And the good 
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*Robert Haldane was one of the earliest and most signally blessed, of all the instruments chosen 
by God, in the first stages of that blessed work of grace, which has been progressing in the Pro- 
testant churches of France and Switzerland, for nearly twenty years. We published in this 

« Magazine, Vol. IfI., page 114—March 1837, in one of the numbers of our Memoranpa oF For- 
EIGN TRaAVEL—an account of his labours and their results, in Geneva; an account which we 
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effects of this same style are apparent in the very different manner 
in which Mr. Stuart’s works are now regarded by many. This 
encourages me to hope, that to whatever censures [ may be ex- 
posed on the part of man, the testimony which I have borne against 
them has been accompanied with the blessing of my Divine Master. 


I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 


Rospert HALDANE. 


Edinburg, June, 1836. 





PAPISTRY OF THE XIX CENTURY, IN THE UNITED STATES. 


No. II. 


Address of the Committee of Saint Mary’s Church of Philadelphia, 
to their Brethren of the Roman Catholic Faith throughout the 
United States of America, on the subject of a Reform of Sundry 
Abuses in the Administration of our Church Discipline.—1S821.— 
pp- 13. (Without Imprimatur. ) 


Fettow Citizens anp BroruHeERs, 


THe numerous and scandalous scenes which have frequently been re- 
peated in this city, and which have occurred also in other places of these 
United States, owing to the arbitrary and unjustifiable conduct of certain 
foreigners, sent among us by the Junta or Commission, directing the Fide 
Propaganda of Rome, imperiously call on us to adopt some measures, by 
which an uniform system may be established for the future regulation of 
our churches ; the propagation of our Holy faith, by the nomination and 
selection of proper Pastors from our own citizens ; and whom alone ought 
to be chosen our bishops, without our being compelled to depend on per- 
sons sent to us from abroad, who have uniformly shown themselves hostile 
to our institutions, and completely ignorant of our country* in fine, for the 
adoption of such measures as will fix the respective rights of the clergy 
and the congregation. 

Itis not our wish in calling your attention to this object, to enter into 
many details respecting numerous, arbitrary, and unjustifiable proceedings 
of some Bishops and clergymen, since the decease of our ever to be la- 
mented father and friend, Archbishop Carroll. During his life time, his 





received from the lips of Proff.Garssen, of that city,—who was himself, one of the most blessed 
fruits of the glorious work, whose origin he described to us.—Few men now alive, are more 
signally entitled, whether for sound learning, for thorough devotion to the cause of Christ, for 
immense labours and intrepid courage in the Master’s service—or for ample manifestations of the 
Master’s favour,—to be heard with reverence, than Ropert Hatupane. If his censure, seems to 
be weighty, upon Moses Stvarrand his doctrines ; let him and his followers, beware, that God’s 
rebuke find nota plainer utterance still, in the world to come, for the subversion of his truth, 
and the misguiding of his people.—[EDs. ] 

* This isfrank and precious confession. We have no doubtitis stricty true. And surely no 
witnesses can be more unexceptionable ; read their names to the address. Observe the charges ; 
1, their bishops are sent by a Junta at Rome; 2, their bishops are generally foreigners ; 3, their bish- 
ops have “ uniformly shown themselves completely ignorant of our country ;” 4, their bishops 
have “ uniformly shown themselves hostile to our institutions.”’—Does such achurch deserve 
the public support ?—[eps.] 
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moderation and private virtues kept peace in the church, within his own 
diocese ; and merited, and received every respect and attention from the 
others ;* but as these states uniformly have not been blessed with a second 
Carroll, who was a native of our country, and who, consequently, was 
well acquainted with our institutions, and respected them, as well as our 
individual! rights, it becomes our duty, if we wish to preserve our religion 
unchanged and free from the superstition and ignorance which has been 
attempted to be introduced among us, to adopt some general plan for the 
future management and direction of an uniform system throughout the 
United States ; without being compelled, as heretofore, to receive, pay, and 


obey men, who are a disgrace to our religion, to us, to themselves, and to 
those who send them.f 


[n all countries, where no other religion but the Catholic is acknowledged 
by the government, and even in those where no other is permitted, no such 
thing exists as the choice and appointment of the bishops and clergy, by 
the See of Rome. The Bishops are appointed by the respective govern- 
ments, and by treaty or concordat made between those governments and 
His Holiness the Pope; the bull is granted for the bishop, when named, 
to exercise his functions asa matter of course t 

In all those countries, any person, who by his education is entitled to 
be admitted into holy orders, may become a priest; but his becoming a 
priest, does not give him either authority, or the means of subsistence ;— 
hence it is, that few or none enter into holy orders as secular priests, unless 
they are morally certain, from their own friends and connexions, or from 
their influence with the government or nobles, where they reside, to be 
able to procure a curacy or appointment in the church. ‘The bishops, in 
the provinces, can ordain priests, but they cannot bestow on them livings. 
Their influence may be exerted to recommend them; but, most generally, 
the appointments of the parish clergy are made through the recommenda- 
tion and influence of the respective congregations or parishioners: in 
many large and opulent districts in Spain and Italy, and it was formerly 
so in France, they are exclusively nominated and appointed by the lord or 
owner of the district, who appoints whom he pleases, to the most valuable 
and lucrative dignities of the church, (with the exception solely of the 
bishops :) And when a priest is regularly appointed as a pastor, he holds 
his office for life ; and he cannot be deprived of it any more than one of 
the judges of the supreme court of the United States; who hold their 
offices on the tenor of their good behaviour, and can only be suspended 





* Before we are done with this case, the reader will, perhaps, discover, that Archbishop Car- 
roll’s praises are to be listened to, with many grains of incredulity. A pretty dark mulatto, 
passes for white, in Guinea !—{eDs.] 

+ This is plain sailing. ‘“‘ We are compelled to receive, pay, and obey’—even good men, and 
the case were hard. But such scamps—as “are a disgrace to our religion.’? That is difficult. 
“Tous” That is true. “To themselves.’? That is impossible! ‘ And to those who send 
them.’? These worthy witnesses never were at Rome, or they would retract that.—But who are 
these sad vagabonds? Read their names at the end of the address. Amongst them were 
Cheverus, a Cardinal afterwards ; Flaget, who was working miracles in France two years ago; 
and honest, glorious, John, Lord Charleston, who says Isic, for Isaac, and spouts bombast by the 
yard '—[eps.] 

t With your leave gentlemen, this is what governments have sought, rather than what they 
have got. Let us tell you asecret. Oceans of blood have been shed ; good papal blood every 
drop of it, on that question of investiture. Before the reformation of Luther, it was the great 
question between mankind and the Pope. And luckily kings took part with man, against the 
Pope. We will tell you why: it is another secret. The immense wealth of the bishopricks 
tempted the kings; theirimmense power alarmed them. The bishops being fudatories of the 
Pope, instead of the kings, made the Pope universal King! And so he was: and so he called 
himself for ages !—[eps. ] 
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when regularly impeached and tried. ‘The bishops of a diocese may sus- 

pend a priest for great irregularity of conduct; but he solely cannot sit in 
judgment on that priest; and the trial must be conducted in conformity 
with the canons and ecclesiastical laws, and by his peers, or equals; that 
is, by other clergymen appointed for that purpose by the archbishop of 
the province; and an appeal is admitted even from this judgment to the 
sovereign of the country. 

This is the rule in Catholic countries; and on this point there can be no 
doubt, since it is notorious to every man who has resided in those countries, 
and who has given himseif the trouble to inquire into the fact; besides, it 

is conformable to justice and common sense. Is it not, then, a shame and 
an insult offered to the respectable members of our holy church, in this 
enlightened age and country, where the government cannot, by the consti- 
tution, interfere in any matter of religion, that the Catholics are to be 
placed on a more degraded footing, than they are in any other nation? 

We sincerely believe, fellow citizens, that a remedy to all these evils is 
in ourown hands. It requires us but to act with firmness and moderation, 
to completely eradicate these abuses, to restore peace and harmony among 
us; and make ourselves respected and respectable. Our holy father is too 
Wise and too virtuous a man not to listen to our just complaints, and it 
only requires us to make them known direct to himself, to obtain redress. 

The peculiar circumstances in which some of the most respectable mem- 
bers of our church are placed, in this city and others of the Union, impe- 
riously call on us to adopt some measures. Some of the late imported 
Bishops, not satisfied with our passive obedience to their will andjpleasure 
in matters of religion, though in some instances in direct opposition to the 
tenets and practice of that religion, have advanced much further, and 
claimed the sole control of our property ; but the history of the world, as 
well as our own experience, teaches us, that the more we give up, the 
more will be required from us by them. 

No Catholic church was ever built in this city, or, as we believe, in any 
part of the United States, except with the money of the respective con- 
gregations ; or by money raised by donations of individuals, or by lotte- 
ries granted by the state governments. The chapel of Saint Joseph, in 
this city, notwithstanding this, from the neglect of the trustees and con- 
gregation, is claimed and held by the Jesuits of Georgetown, District of 
Columbia, as representatives, as they assume to be, of the Priest, who was 
of their order, and whom our forefathers nained to represent them, and to 
officiate at that church. The same pretended claim is now brought for- 
ward to Saint Augustine’s chureh, which by a late will, has been transfer— 
red to the friars of the Order of St. Augustine, of whom the late pastor 
had been a member.* 

The illegality of such a will, not to dwell on the indelicacy and impro- 
priety of the whole of such proceedings, loudly calls on the members of all 
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* These are certainly very short cuts to wealth, on the part of the Jesuits and the Augustini- 
ans. Servea church ; thereby become owner of it; then will it to whom they please! These 
Jesuits are cunning fellows. Long ago in France they raised this question: how long must the 
faithful dead have masses said for their souls, before they may be presumed to be safe in heaven ? 
After long debates, itseemed pretty well agreed, that a reasonable time, say about twelve years, 
would bring off the worst case. Ah! well then; so, so; said the Jesuits—What shall we do 
with these numerous and rich foundations, which are perpetual, for this object? And what with 
others, that are for very large numbers of years ?—Surely they should be used, after atfecting their 
primary object, for the next best object: and what is better than to convert heretics and heathen? 
And who more competent than we ?—The sly rogues!—They made a pretty trial for the founda- 
tions. But before their plans were matured, they were unluckily expelled the kingdom. 
And the masses founded ages before, for the repose of the pious dead, are said on; though the 
church declares, they are all long ago, at rest !—[«xps.] 
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the Catholic churches in this city, to unite with those of the other States 
who may be willing to join them, in order to adopt measures for putting a 
Stop to such outrageous and scandalous proceedings. 

Our country has never had any arrangement with the court of Rome— 
By our religion we acknowledge the Pope, as our spiritual chief. The 
nature of our Government and institutions do not authorise our paying 
large sums of money to those who surround his Holiness, and who fre- 
quently make religion a pretext for deceiving him, which is contrary to 
every principle of our holy faith—On this accoant, and from the divisions 
constantly fomented by the foreign clergymen seut among us, for they 
have always adopted the principle of creating divisions and patties in 
order to rule with greater despotism, we have been left entirely under 
the direction of a Junta or commission formed at Rome, called the Fide 
Propaganda, established originally for the propegation of the Catholic reli~ 
gion, in those countries where the gospels were unknown, or where the 
governments acknowledged a different religion.— We are, there“ore, view- 
ed in the same light as the nation of Cherokees or Chocktaws, or the 
natives of the coast of Africa—our country is termed a missionary colony, 
and for want of a proper understanding with our Holy Father, we are 
subjected to receive foreigners of every class and description, to direct and 
command us, asif we were incapable of understanding our religion, or 
protecting our own property. 

We have, therefore, taken the subject into serious consideration, and 
would propose to our fellow citizens of the Roman Catholic religion, to 
join, and select a person of respectability and literary acquirements, who 
should proceed to Rome, with full powers and authority from the Catholics 
of the United States, and enter into a regular and written agreement with 
our holy father the Pope on the following basis: 

I. I‘hat, while we acknowledge the authority of the Head of the 
Church, as our spiritual father,and consent to conform to the rules and 
regulations, adopted by the Holy See, as respects our Religion, we claim 
the exclusive right which always belonged to the church, of electing our 
own Pastors and Bishops, and when a bishop shall be so elected ‘by the 
Trustees and Congregation of each respective state, he shall be ordained 
in this country, and receive the Bull, or approbation from Rome, as a mat- 
ter of course. 

If. ‘That no priest, having been regularly chosen, by the respective 
Parishes, and inducted into the Church, shall be suspended by the Bishop, 
without a fair and impartial trial, for any irregularity, he may be charged 
with ; and in conformity to the Canons and ecclesiastical laws, which laws 
shall be clearly defined, and published for the government of the clergy and 
congregations in these states; all which shall be done with a view of ex- 

laining the duties and obligations of the clergy to avoid the gross absurd- 
ity lately practised in this city, of attempting to deny the authenticity of 
the Canons quoted.* 

IIf. That, in case it should be the misfortune of the bishop’s being 
compelled, at any period to suspend a Priest, for irregularity of conduct, 
he shall be tried by three or more priests, of distinct states, from that in 
which the suspension takes place; and that, he shall have an appeal from 
any judgment which may be given, to the Archbishop of the United States, 
who shall be invested with authority to examine into, and decide on, the 
merits of the case, and from whose decision, there shall be a further appeal 
to the Court of Rome. 





* Here is another important confession ; a most conclusive proof of what Protestants often 
alledge. Papists deny their own canons, when they are not obviously in their own favour. The 
truth is, there is nothing settled so firmly, that by some gloss, it may not be evaded ; provided, he 
who glosses is at once infallible and irresponsible. Who can convict the infallible? Cana dead 
canon do it? Whocan arrest the irresponsible? Can the worm he treads on do it 2—[eDs.] 
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[V. That, during the suspension and trial, the priest shall receive his 

ay or salary, as may have heen agreed on with the Parish to which he 
Ait and shall continue to receive the same, until a final judgment 
Shall have been passed. 

Should these measures meet the approbation of our fellow citizens, and 
be adopted, we have not the least doubt, but that they will be approved, 
by our Holy Father. We know from experience, the serious embarrass- 
ments under which the Junta of Fide Propaganda has laboured, in order 
to procure proper persons, acquainted with our language, and capacitated 
to instruct us in our religion, to be sent out to this country. 

They are compelled to depend on hearsay evidence, or the recommen- 
dation of persons unknown to them, for the selection of such persons— 
Until lately, none were recommended to fill the situation of Bishops, in this 
country, but by the Sulpicians or Jesuits,* who consisted, almost exclu- 
sively, of French, and who of course, being unacquainted with our lan- 
guage, were incapable of instructing us or our children in the principles of 
our holy religion, and under whose administration, in such circumstances, 
it could not possibly flourish. Of late years, we have had some prelates, 
from among the Irish clergy, who, if they had been acquainted with the 
progress of Catholicity or advancement of civilization, in the United 
States, might have sent us such Bishops as we stand in need of, but being 
(as it appears) unacquainted with both, it is not to be wondered, they 
should not, in general, make suitable selections, and the distance of Rome 
from Ireland precludes the possibility of the Junta’s being able to form a 
just opinion of their own on the merits or qualifications of the person or 
persons recommended. 

In order to obviate the difficulties of procuring persons, adequate to the 
task imposed on them of preaching and instructing us, in our religion, we 
would propose the establishment of a College for the express purpose of 
educating annually, a certain number of persons, to enter into Holy 
Orders. 

When they are brought up among ourselves, and educated under our 
immediate inspection, we may look forward to the period, when we shall 
have no difficulty in selecting proper characters, to instruct and guide us 
in the way of truth; and by such a measure, we sha!l secure to our chil- 
dren proper preceptors, to instil into their minds the true faith ; for which, 
we may hope to receive comfort in this world, and eternal happiness in 
the next. 

The propositions now submitted to your consideration, fellow citizens, 
contain no innovation, either in the spirit, form, or practice of our holy 
religion. ‘The sole object, we have in view is, to make ourselves respect- 
ed; to eradicate abuses, which have in part been created by our own neg- 
ligence, in not adopting at an earlier period, some general system, where- 
by our rights should be secured ; and to put an ond tothe scandalous di- 
visions which have too long existed among us, and which have thrown the 
whole power into one side of the scales; and we do conceive, that it has 
been used, in tou many instances, in a despotic and arbitrary manner; and 
been such, as neither our education nor principles can sanction. 

We ask for ro more than are our rights, such as are practised in every 
other country, where the Holy Catholic Religion is exercised, and even in 
those where no bther is allowed. And we would ask, on what principles 
the clergy and bishops of our church assume, in this country, an authority 
which their equals, nay, their superiors, do not possess in Rome itself: all 





* The papal church in the United States has been, from the beginning, under the control of the 
Jesuits. They have shapeditinto whatitis. Instead, therefore, of being the mild and changed 
thing, the public have been so long gulled to believe it; it is, of all branches of the papacy the 
nost abject follower of ultramontaine doctrines and principles.—{ eps. ] 
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which is in direct contradiction to all the principles of our religion, the 
laws and canons, as laid down by the Holy Fathers and councils, held at 
different periods for the establishment of peace and concord amoung the 
faithful. 

_ Let us but be faithful to ourselves, and we need be under no apprehen- 
sions as to the results. Under this firm and solemn impression, we beg 
leave to recommend the subject to your most serious attention; and we 
Shall be happy to receive whatever communications you may be pleased to 
address to us, in order to carry into eflect the object now proposed to you. 
We humbly pray God to enlighten our understandings, and enable us to ac- 
complish what we so heartily desire; the re establishment of peace and 


concord in our holy church. We subscribe ourselves your fellow citizens 
and brothers.* 


Joun Leamy. Chairman. Lewis CLAPIER. 
Joun ASHLEY. Tuomas NEwMANe 
Joseru DuGan. Joun ‘I’. SuLuivan. 
Micuaet Doran. Joun SAVAGE. 
Timotuy Desmonp. AntTuony Groves. 
Ricuarp W, Meave. Cuartes Taws. 


Epwarp Barry. 
Philadelphia, June 18, 1821. 





The names and places of residence of the Roman Catholic Bishops of 
the United Stutes, in 1821. 


tRight Rev. Dr. Marechal, Baltimore. 
tDr. Chevreux, Boston. 
+Dr. Du Bourge, St. Louis. 
tDr. Flaget, Bards Town, Kentucky. 
tDr. Conwell, Philadelphia. 
tDr. Connelly, Vew York, 
tDr. Kelly, Vorfolk, Virginia. 
tDr. England, Charleston, South Carolina. 


TE) 


*It is nearly useless to add, that this whole project failed. Of course, all the evils complained 
of, still exist. And the Bishops and Pastors of the papal sect, are still liable to all the charges 
herein brought against them; and the people subject to all the impositions complained of. How 
could it be otherwise, and papistry remain what it has been from the beginning ?—{Eps.] 

t+ These are French. 

t These are Irish. 
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{For the Baltimore Literary and Religicus Magazine. ] 
THOUGHTS ON DEATH AND THE RESURRECTION. 
(A Winter Piece.) 


Respectfully Addressed to the Rev. John Breckinridge, D. D. 





Tue Violet lives its little day, 
And breathes its sweet perfume, 
But soon ’neath Autumn’s sick’ning ray, 
It droops into the tomb; 
Yet Spring comes smiling back, and then 
The Violet lives and breathes again! 


Yon moaning, frowning forest now, 
How desolate and sad ! 

Ab! see the long, lank, leafless bough 
In winter’s robe is clad! 

But soon within it flowers shall spring, 

And on its boughs sweet songsters sing * 
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And see the dancing, dimpling rill, 
That smiled in Summer’s ray ; 
Alas! how voiceless now and sti!l;— 
Fast frozen on its way! 
But soon shall smile the Summer’s Sun— 
The sparkling stream again shall run! 
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Where’s row von brilliant winged gem, 
That wantoned through the air? 
Shall it in Summer’s diadem, 
Glisten awain as fair? 
The coffin’d chrysalis you see, 
A beauteous butterfly sha!! be! 


The Violet dies—the fly has fled— 
The water sparkles not— 
The forest’s glory now has sped, 
Creation’s all a blot! 
Yet all, and more than all, shall bloom, 
Reviv’d, redeem’d, from Winter's tomb ! 


— 
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And such is death—how still, how mute! 
Its cold and pulseless clod ; 

A tree of withered leaf and root, 
It sleeps beneath the sod! 

And yet that sapless trunk shall rise 

And bloom and blossom in the skies! 
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A glorious Spring shall visit thee, 
O desolate and lone! 
To whose mysterious privacy, 
Our loveliest ones are gone ; 
Nor shower and sunshine come in vain, 
‘ . . 
‘To wake these flowers to life again. 
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Unto the lowliest thing of earth, 
Omnipotence has given 
A longing for another birth, 
A spring-time or a heaven; 
Nor shall the hopes that from him flow, 
Be robed in disappointment’s woe. 





The worm will weave its silken pall, 
lis winding-sheet will spin, 
’ 
And urged by death’s relentless call, : 
Retire its grave within, 
And die—a better lile to share, 
More bless’d, more glorious and more fair. 
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Shall iowliest things of earth aspire 
To rise and live again ? 

Though man immortal as his Sire, 
May hope yet hope in vain? 

Ah! no, the spark that lights his soul, 

Shail brighter burn as ages roll ! 


The dead in Christ no love can wake, 
The eye’s last light has shone ! 

The cast cold clay we now forsake, 
The sparkiing spirit’s gone; 

And yet before Jehovah's face, 

That sparkling spirit finds a place! 


cygennie  gep Eot: 

ee Cet LS 29 ofS Pah ¥ “ se 

peeie +) ; eA 

Pi Sic! SE 28 Se. 
~ “ . o* _ 





O! yes, upon that waveless sea, 
That mirrors glory’s throne— 
Beneath the branches of that tree 
That shades the blest alone, 
The spirit freed from mortal night, 
Walks now with Christ in robes of light! 


But more, aye more than even this, 
Earth’s loneliness does cheer ! 
Yon sun-clad occupant of bliss 
Whose earthly robe is here, 
Though called on high to serve and shine, 
Yet ministers to me and mine! 
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And is it so!—my buried one! 
So long and very dear; 
Art thou that angel near the throne, 
That centinels me here? 
Art thou commissioned from on high, 
To guide my feet and wipe my eye? 
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And canst thou come, as thought can come, 
That leaves the winds behind ;— 
Pure as a rav from heaven’s sun, 
And viewless as the mind r— 
With the noiseless haste of a hidden stream, 
Or the trackless flightof a bright sun-beam! 
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How sweet and fragrant is the bali 
Such heavenly thoughts impart! 
Shecdng amidst the holiest calm 
Their sun-light on the heart— 
Like silent dew-drops, beauteous, bright, 
Easton, Pa. ‘That fall unseen in summer night. 
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[Continued from page 86.] 


THE DOCTRINE OF TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
No. VI. 


XCII. We will now proceed to prove that the doctrine of Tran- 
substantiation involves many contradictions. 

The word of God as contained in the holy Scriptures, is a perfect 
rule for the decision of differences in religious doctrine. Itis able 
to make us wise unto salvation, through faith which is in Christ 
Jesus—2 Timothy, iii. 15. Men must not usurp the place of 
God, and make that which he has taught, depend upon their dis- 
cretion. They have no right to claim for their interpretations an 
authority equal to that of the word of God. In this matter, it is 
to be observed, that the Romanists depart from their customary 
method of combat. In most controversies they rely on the, so 
called, traditions of their church. In this, they make it a point of 
censure, to adhere to a rigorously literal interpretation. In other 
controversies the difficulty is to draw them away from the tradi- 
tions to the sacred text; in this they take their stand where they 
ought always to stand, at the written word of God. Our labour, 
therefore, in this case is much shortened. The reason of this de- 
parture from their customary tactics in this case is, that their own 
reason and senses are decidedly opposed to the doctrine. They 
know that the hoslia has the colour, taste, and weight of bread, 
and that its quantity and form are not agreeable to that of a human 
body.-—They know it is incomprehensible that a real human body 
should occupy no place ; and that it should be in a hundred thou- 
sand different places at the same time; and that it should be entire 
in a small crumb of bread—having its entire Jength under a point; 
—that this should be true now, when the body of our Lord is 
glorified, and yet the body be in the hostia as it was in its infirm 
condition. Hence, they retreat, when pressed with these difficul- 
ties to aliteral interpretation. Thus in other controversies they 
employ their reason against Scripture. Ip this they employ Scrip- 
ture against reason. In the first there is temerity—in the second 
obstinacy—in both error. 

All admit that human reason is incompetent to judge of divine 
things. The wisdom of God is too vast to be fathomed by the little 
line of human judgment. Far be it from us to reject the mysteries 
of God, because we cannot comprehend them. But even the 
Romanists admit, that if a man contradict himself, he is not credi- 
ble. They admit, that of two contradictory propositions, one is 
true and the other false—at Jeast that both cannot be true. Yet 
they will not. upon this subject, adopt these principles as concerns 
the interpretation of God’s word. But no man, whether a Christ- 
an or infidel, will ever bring himself to believe, that a thing which 
does not exist, does exist,—that it 1s, at the same time, both an 
entity and a non-entity. Religion is not contrary to reason, nor 
is it the enemy of reason, but itis the mistress of reason. It does 
not blind, but it enlightens us. It may be above reason, but it is 
not against it, nor does it require us to destroy it. 
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XCIV,. Let us now advert to some of the things which they 
tell us upon this subject. 

(1.) They say that the body of our Lord is larger than the species 
which contain it. Hence it follows, that the thing contained is 
greater than that which contains it. But upon this point they say 
that the body of our Lord is not under the species according to 
the laws of other bodies which occupy space by means of exten- 
sion; and they talk of some ineffable, supernatural means, by which 
the alledged fact is accomplished. But they do not show how this 
ineffable means can cause that to contain, which does not contain, 
or how it can be, that the thing contained can be greater than the 
container—how the greater can be within the limits of, and be cir- 
cumscribed by the less. Besides, the length of a thing, and exten- 
sion of a thing, are the same thing—length certainly is one sort of 
extension, but this doctrine teaches that the body of our Lord, in 
the hostia, has its entire length, without extension, that ts, it in- 
forms us of a length without length, because it places the entire 
length of a human body under each point of the hostia, that is, it 
places length under a point which has no length. But again, we 
are met by examples. We are told that the whole nature of air, is 
not less in a small portion, than in a large portion of air—nor is 
the nature of man less in a dwarf thanin a giant. But these ex- 
amples are not apposite, and they do not aid our conception of 
this doctrine. The question concerns things which have length 
and bodies which are contained and enclosed in something. But 
the nature of air and the nature of man, are things without length. 
These are subjects of definition, not of admeasurement. They 
respect the essential qualities or essence of an entity, not of its 
individuality, or form and magnitude. 

(2.) The Romanists teach, that the body of our Lord is in this 
place, but not as in a place. (Thomas, 3 part, Quest. 76, Art. 5.— 
Ad secundum dicendum quod locus in quo est corpus Christi, etc.)— 
They say that it is in this place, but- not locally ; as if we should 
say that a man is tall, but not as tall, (that is, not tall in the sense 
of heighth,)or that a body is white, but not as white (that is, not in 
the sense of whiteness.)—They say that the body of our Lord is, 
in its length and breadth, in the hostia, but not as long and broad— 
that it is Jong and broad and yet does not occupy any space, and 
yet length and breadth are spaces. For the space of a field 1s its 
length and breadth. If, then, the body of our Lord is in the hostia 
it must occupy space, because it has length and breadth, and yet 
this doctrine teaches that it is in the hostia, but does not occupy 
any space. Besides, a body, if it exists at all, must exist in time, 
and to affirm that it does not exist and has not existed in any space 
of time, is to affirm that it does not and has not existed at all. So 
a body, if it exist at all, must exist in some space, and to affirm that 
it does not exist in any space, is to affirm that it does not exist at all. 
By time,we mean duration, or the successive lapses of duration ; not 
the measure of motion. It is not an answer, therefore, to say that 
bodies may exist when time shall be no more—Paul, in 2 Timothy, 
i. 9, speaks of times before the ages of this world, or the eternal 
times, mee xeon Ciavia¥. 
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(3.) The Romanists tell us that in this consecrated hostia there 
is greatness, but nothing great,—that there is length, but nothing 
long: Quantitas sed nihil quantum. ‘This is what Pope Innocent 
has said. This contradiction cannot be covered by alledging the 
Omnipotence of God, for God, never contradicts himself; nor by 
likening it to miracles, such as the miraculous conception, or the 
rod of Aaron, for in these there was no contradiction, nor any 
absurdity, like accidents without a subject. 

(4.) The Romanists say that the body of Christ is present in 
the Eucharist, spiritually. But this is not less absurd than it 
would be to assert that a spirit is present corporeally. A body is 
quite as far from the possibility of existing spiritually, as a spirit is 
from existing corporeally. Bodies may be called spiriteal in the 
sense of Paul, 1 Cor. xv. 44, that is, as Augustine says, subject 
entirely to the spirit without corruption and without death—( Quod 
autem spiritale corpus dicit in. resurrectione futurum non propterea 
putandum est quod non corpus sed spiritus erit, sed spirttale corpus 
omnimodo spiritui subditum sine aliqua corruptione vel morte) but not 
in the sense in which the word must be taken in this connexion, 
viz: of impalpable, without extent or limits, without place—being 
entire in each crumb of the host. It is absurdly alledged, also, 
that angels exist corporeally, when they appear in borrowed bodies. 
For a certainty, to exist is not the same thing as to appear, and a 
spirit does not exist corporeally, though it may have borrowed a 
body, any more than a man becomes iron by the putting on of a 
coat of iron. Tertullian in his book concerning the resurrection, 
chap. 62, indeed says, that angels have existed under a human 
covering, (sub indumento humano) but he dves not say that they 
have ever become human beings or corporeal. On the contrary, 
‘‘that they have clothed themselves with a human exterior, their 
own substance remaining within entire.”—(humanam induerunt 
superficiem, salvd intus substantia propria. ) 

(5.) Again; the Romanists say that the consecrated hostia 
which the priest holds is Jesus Christ, and yet that he does not 
break the body of Christ. In this they deny what in faet they con- 
cede; for observe, the word hostia denotes the thing sacrificed 
and nothing else. By these words, therefore, ‘‘ the priest breaks 
the hostia,’’ it is impossible to understand by the word ‘‘hostia’’ the 
— of the bread, for these species are not the thing sacrificed 
to God. 

(6.) ‘The Romanists admit, (and rightly too) that our Lord par- 
ticipated in the sacrament with his apostles. Whence it follows, 
upon this doctrine, that our Lord ate of his own flesh, and drank 
of his own blood,—nay, that he drank his own body, because the 
Romanists hold that the body is in the cup. Thus they imagine a 
liquid, potable, human body, and that our Lord ate himself entire, 
he having no necessity for it, and it not being necessary at all to 
our salvation. 

(7.) The Romanists admit, that the body of our Lord, when 
celebrating the Eucharist, was eating, moving, breathing, and 
capable of suffering and death; yet they allege that, at the same 
time, he gave them his body under the species which could not eat 
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nor move nor breathe,—which was incapable of suffering and with- 
out infirmity. Thus they make the body-of our Lord contrary to 
itself. To this Thomas (3, Quest. 71, Art. 3) and Pope Innocent 
say that the body of our Lord was infirm, and passible under the 
species given, but it was there impassibly. This explanation does 
not diminish the difficulty. Such distinctions between the thing 
and the manner of the thing, cannot be apprehended, because they 
cannot exist. ‘‘To be passible or impassible ” is an affirmation 
of the manner of being, and to affirm that a passible body exists 
impassibly under the species, is a contradiction. To illustrate and 
enforce this distinction, the case of the three children cast into the 
fiery furnace (Dan. iii.) is referred to. It is said they had passible 
bodies, but that God gave them at that time a manner of being 
impassible. But to this it may be replied, that if at that time they 
had a manner of being impassible, they were impassible. But in 
truth they were passible or capable of suffering from the fire, but 
God prevented, miraculously, the force of the fire. The Roman- 
ists however, ascribe to the body of our Lord, in the Eucharist, 
qualities which necessarily make it impassible. 

(8.) The Romanists say that the body of Christ, in the Mass, is 
not bounded by limits, or circumscribed by space, or by any thing 
containing it; yet they hold that each part of the body of Christ is 
circumscribed and occupies place. For they say his body is there 
with all its dimensions and parts in their natural place. Hence, the 
heart of this body is enclosed within the pericardium, and the per- 
icardium within the chest, and so of all the other parts. This, then, 
is a contradiction. 

(9.) They say that the body of Christ is in the cup, and that the 
body is entire in each drop of the cup. Thisis one of the reasons 
which moved the Council of Constance to take the cup from the 
laity. ForGerson, who was at that Council, wrote a book (in 1417) 
of the reasons which influenced the fathers of that Council to make 
that law, (Liber de Communione Iaicali). Among others he said 
that they considered that men might dip their mustachoes in the 
cup while drinking. Hence it would follow, (according to this 
doctrine) that they would have the body of Christ entire upon each 
beard. [tis painful to a devout mind even to state reasonings or 
considerations of this sort. Would that God would take to him- 
self his great power and dissipate the corruptions which have been 
made in his word, by the spirit of his mouth and by the brightness 
of his coming. 

(10.) They hold that the body of Christ is entirely in heaven, 
and entirely in the pyx, but not in the intermediate space. So 
that the body of Christ is separated from the body of Christ— 
(being separated by spaces.) 

(11.) The Romanists say that in the Mass, bread is converted 
into a body, which body existed previously to that conversion.— 
This is a contradiction ; because it is equivalent to saying, that the 
body of our Lord Jesus Christ was before the Transubstantiation, 
and yet that it was not, because it was made in the Mass. And 
there is not less contradiction in the idea of making a thing which 
already exists in perfection, than there is in the idea of destroying 
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a thing which_no longer exists. To kill a man already dead, would 
be an idea not more repugnant to itself. 

(12.) They say that the accidents are without a subject, or to 
use their own Latin, accidentia non accidunt, which is not less ab- 
surd than it would be to say aldentia non albent, or the living live 
not, or substantia non subsistit. It is in vain to reply that God can 
separate the accidents from their subject. The question is whether 
he doesso. We say he does not, because God will not contradict 
himself, and Romanists must show that these are not contradictions. 
And for this purpose they reply that the substance and the accidents 
belong to different genera: suppose they do; how does it prove 
that the accidents may subsist without their substance? Again, we 
are told that God created light on the first day, but did not create 
the sun until the fourth day, and hence it is inferred that this light 
existed without its substanee during the interval. But the light 
created on the first day was not the light of the sun, and this is 
answer enough, because it shows the example to be inapposite. It 
is useless to inquire from what source this first created light ema- 
nated, it could not have been the light of the sun which did not 
then exist. 

(13.) They say that the body of our Lord, in the Mass, has alli 
the dimensions and all the parts of a human body distinct, and 
each part in its natural position ; and they also say, that there is no 
part of the host so small that it does not contain the entire body. — 
Of course each part of the body is in every part of the host, and 
consequently the whole host and every part of it contains each 
part of the body, and each part of the body occupies place, which 
is occupied by every other part of the body, and consequently, 
there is no distinction of parts. For to say nothing of place, but 
only of the situation of the parts of the body,—each part must have 
a different situation. All the parts cannot exist under a point.— 
But it is a mere chimera to suppose diversity of situation without 
diversity of place. 

(14.) They call the body of our Lord, in the Mass, the consecra- 
ted host; yet they admit that the body of our Lord cannot be con- 
secrated, least of all by a sinful man who needs to be converted by 
our Lord. But what is there in the host, according tothis doctrine, 
which is consecrated ? The bread is not consecrated, for that no 
longer exists. The body of our Lord cannot be consecrated.— 
What then is it? Syllogystically the argument is thus: that which 
cannot be consecrated, is not the consecrated host;—the body of 
our Lord cannot be consecrated ; therefore the body of our Lord 
is not the consecrated host. 

(15.) They say the body of our Lord, in the Mass, (est quantum 
et magnum sed non ut quantum et magnum, i. e.) is large and great, 
but not as large and great, which isas much as to say that the 
body of our Lord is in the Mass, such as it is, but not as such, as 
itis. This is clearly a contradiction. 

(16.) They say the body of our Lord is in the cup, and the blood 
is in the body ; for they hold that the blood of our Lord does not 
issue out of the veins, and yet they say the priest drinks the blood 
of our Lord under thespecies of wine. To swallow blood enclosed 
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within the veins ef the body, or rather to swallow the body con- 
taining the blood within its veins is not to drink blood. 

(17.) Again, they say the blood of our Lord is shed, and yet 
that the Mass is an unbloody sacrifice. According to this doctrine 
the blood is not bloody, and the effusion or shedding is of undloody 
blood. This is a contradiction. The idea of effusion includes a 
movement, but here is effusion without a movement, or effusion 
without effusion. Effundere is equivalent to extra fundere, yet 
they say sanguis effundetur sed non extra funditur. ‘These are con- 
tradictions. 

In reply to those and the like objections, the Romanists usually 
produce the admitted mysteries of religion, such as the doctrine of 
the trinity—of the incarnation, &c. These are great mysteries.— 
They surpass our reason, but do not subvert it.—They contain no 
contradiction. They do not deceive or contradict our senses as 
this doctrine of T'ransubstantiation does. These are mysteries 
which the church in all ages has believed. They form a part of 
the symbol. Not so this doctrine of Transubstantiation. Yet if 
the half the Romanists tell us be true, it is the most wonderful of 
all mysteries. Augustine says, (chap.x., of book 3, concerning the 
Trinity,) of the Eucharist, ‘*‘ These things may well be honoured 
as religious but cannot be admired as miraculous.’ (Haec honorem 
habere pessunt ut religiosa, stuporem autem habere ut mira non pos- 
sunt.) The same author collected in one book (de Mirabilibus 
Scripture, Tom. 3) every thing of a miraculous nature, in the 
Scriptures. Yet in this book he says nothing of Transubstantia- 
tion or even of the Eucharist. 

(18.) Finally, this doctrine does dishonourto our Lord. It teach- 
es that a priest, however profane, by murmuring five words, can 
create the body of Christ within his hands. But if the sun of the 
natural heavens can communicate good to us, without descending 
to earth, how much more can the Sun of righteousness diffuse his 
blessings without his corporeal presence in the sacrament. 

(To be continued.) 





MEMOIRS, TO SERVE AS A HISTORY OF THE SEMI-PELAGIAN CONTRO- 
VERSY IN THE PESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 


No. VII. 


The Abolition and New-School Explosion, in the Charleston Union 
Presbytery. 


Let the following correspondence speak for itself. We take 

it from the Charleston Observer, of January 26, 1839. 
( To the Editor of the Charleston Observer.) 

Dear Sir,—lI have to request the publication of the greater part 
of a letter which I have just received from the Rev. Robert Breck- 
inridge, (brother to the Rev. John Breckinridge, D. D.,) in answer 
to the following queries, as nearly as I can remember, viz: 

1. Was the course pursued by the Old School part of the Charles- 
ton Union Presbytery, in separating from them the New School 
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party, valid and proper, or could it be questioned on any possible 
laterpretation of the acts of the last General Assembly ? 

2.- What are the facts in reference to the course pursued by the 
Synod of Cincinnati, at its last meeting on the subject of Slavery? 

3. What course, in your opinion, will the next General Assembly 
adopt in reference to the request made by a portion of that Synod, 
that inquiry should be instituted respecting the action of the Church 
in accordance with the act of 1818? 

4, Do you think the General Assembly would sanction the prin- 
ciple that the system of Slavery is a civil institution, over which, as 
such, the Church, in her ecclesiastical capacity has no control? 

5. Could any thing further than I have done, towards removing 
the misrepresentations of the action of our General Assembly on 
this subject, and which has been so industriously circulated at the 
South, be suggested? 

6. Did the acts formed by the last General Assembly have any 
special bearing upon the Presbytery of Charleston Union, or did 
they cover it in its then unpleasant and divided condition ? 

These queries, with the papers containing the action of our 
Presbytery, and an account of the events to which that action led, 
I presented to Mr. Breckinridge, for his examination, not that any 
doubt existed in my mind as to the perfect propriety and absolute 
necessity of our course, but that I might have assurance doubly 
certified, and be informed on matters whereof I was ignorant. 

I now request the publication of this letter, not on my own ac- 
count, nor on behalf of the Presbytery whose case it involves, nor 
because the letter is perfectly satisfactory, in all respects, to my own 
mind, nor yet to be received as expressive of my own sentiments, 
in every particular on the subject of Slavery,—-but in justice to a 
calumniated, abused, and injured man. I regret—not that I am 
acquainted with Mr. Breckinridge—but that my acquaintance with 
him has been so very limited. For while I have not approved of 
some parts of his course, and have opealy dissented from him in 
some of his views as to the best course of procedure in the church 
—I have, nevertheless been constrained to admire him for the pow- 
ers of his understanding, and to love him, (even when he seemed 
to be ultra in his spirit,) for the openness, the candour, and the gen- 
erosity of his heart. I have, therefore, felt it to be a privilege, 
not less than a duty, to rebuke those calumnies which have been 
heaped upon him in Synod, and in the communications and adver- 
tisements of the press. 

That Mr. Breckinridge does not adopt the opinions circulated 
by many at the South, on the subject of Slavery, he is full willing 
to avow—as he has been ready practically to exemplify. Thathe is 
and ever has been at war with Abolitionism, (and that all contrary 
insinuations are made in the spirit of malice, or of slander, or of 
mere party,) let his frequent opposition to it—let his discussion 
with the English emissary Thompson, when in Glasgow—let his 
letter to Dr. Wardlaw, republished throughout the whole length 
and breadth of this country—and let the subjoined communication 
—bear unquestionable testimony. 

This letter, therefore, is offered for publication, not in the spirit 
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of aggression upon the feelings of any man, but that one whose 
name has been made familiar,* both in the pulpit and the press, 
under the false representation of being an Abolitionist, may be per- 
mitted to speak for himself before a community who will not be 
slow to repel the weak and unmanly attempt, to blacken his char- 
acter, and through him the character of the Presbyterian church, 
both at the South and at the North. 
Yours, very truly, 
THOMAS SMYTH. 





BattimoreE, Jan. 4, 1839. 


My Dear Sir,—\ have received your favour of Dec. 21, and also 

the numbers of the Charleston Observer you were good enough to 
end me. I have not seen the article of Mr. Legare published in 

fhe Mercury; and only gather its contents from your remarks in 
the Observer of the 22d of December. 

Be pleased to accept my thanks for saying a kind word in my 
behalf. I have been little accustomed to be thus dealt with of late, 
either by personal or ecclesiastical friends in the Southern States. 
But on the contrary, while the entire New School press and party 
in the South have for two years, held me up before a public, ignorant 
of me, as a thorough paced Abolitionist; the Old School press, and 
many of our Ministers have either silently acquiesced, or indirect- 
ly connived at what they knew to be an unfounded calumny.— 
Whether such conduct has been just or proper as regards myself, I 
shall not now discuss. But that it has been injurious to the cause 
of orthodoxy, none can question, who recollect the part which God 
and the Church have called me, however unworthy, to act in our 
Church Courts, since 1831. 

I have read and carefully weighed all the documents transmitted, 
and proceed to reply to the various interrogatories, founded on 
them, and connected with the particular posture of your Presbytery, 
aud the general cause of Orthodoxy at the South; especially as 
the latter may be affected by the question of Slavery. And al-— 
though I am aware my opinions are of little value, and will convey 
at present, perhaps less weight; yet I do not regret that. your kind- 
ness, and the course of Providence, have given me a proper oppor- 
tunity to explain myself, on several points. 

]. In regard to the action of the Orthodox part of the Charleston 
Union Presbytery, my opinion is, that it was eminently wise, 
timely and proper. It may perhaps admit of some question, 
whether, upon a technical construction of the “ three acts” of ’38, 
you had found or made a case to bear you fully through; because 
your Commissioners had perfidiously embarrassed the question, by 
the utter opposition between their conduct and declarations. But 
even upon a fair and just interpretation of the ‘‘three acts,” my 
belief is, that your action has their full sanction. It is to be ob- 
served, however, that there is a much higher ground, even than that 
furnished by the ‘three acts,’ upon which every orthodox tribunal 
before which the question shall ever come, will sustain and thank 








* And that notas Mr. or as the Reverend, but as “ Robert Breekinridge.”’ 
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your Presbytery. There was no obligation on any Presbytery, even 
to wait, till the Assembly permitted or directed it to act, before it, 
in the exercise of its inherent, yea divine rights, proceeded to sep- 
arate and purge out false doctrine or heterogeneous matter, or be- 
fore it refused to follow after a portion of its members, into schism, 
or sedition, or disloyal conspiracy, against the body of Christ.— 
The Synod of Kentucky cut off the Cumberland Presbytery, thirty 
years ago, without counsel asked or directions given, on the part 
of the Assembly. And on full examination the Assembly passed a 
rote of thanks to the Synod. 

. In regard to the Svnod of Cincinnati, I am enabled to give 
in mb the information sought; as I have before me extracts from 
its minutes, published by its order, ina pamphlet of 15 pages, 8vo. 
It appears from page 8, that on the final vote, there were Orthodox 
62, New Schoool 44, excused from voting 10. After this vote the 
Synod divided finally, and the extracts before me do not enable me 
to say what was the number of the Orthodox Synod afterwards.— 
The action of this body on the subject was to the following pur- 
port, viz: 1. It refused to pass an order directing its Stated Clerk 
to lay before the next Assembly a copy of the Synod’s ‘‘ Memorial 
on the subject of Slavery’—which was sent up, but not presented 
to the last—p. 13. 2. It passed a resolution, (but by what vote 
does not appear, ) ‘‘respectfully entreating”’ the next Assembly, ‘‘ to 
institute an inquiry in all our Presbyteries,” as to the fact and ex- 
tent of the supposed neglect into which the recommendations of 
the actof 1818 have fallen; and if that be found the case, to take 
order on the subject—p. 13. 3. A very decided testimony is borne 
(on page 11) against the®**Cincinnati Journal,” and the Churches 
are warned against it by “name—which journal you are aware, is 
thoroughly Pelagian as well as Abolition ; and was therefore no 
doubt testified against as much or more, on the former, than the latter 
account. For the truth is, that the Orthodox, out of the Slave 
States, and many in them, have been contending about the purity 
of God’s church, in doctrine and order, and not at all about Slavery, 
in any shape or manner. And the two questions would never have 
been united, but forthe presses of the New School men who turned 
Abolitionists to strengthen themselves, and with the hope of rend- 
ing the Church on ‘that question geographically ; ; so that the 
whole Orthodox weight in the South, being driven off, the New 
School might remain and rule in the Northern half of the body.— 
You, Sir, have personal knowledge that leading New School men 
held and uttered these sentiments, as far back as 1835.—And the 
attempt lately agitated to draw off the Southern Churches into a 
separate organization, had precisely the same object, namely, to 
weaken the general cause of Orthodoxy. 

The New School fraction of the Synod of Cincinnati, after its 
separate organization, passed thorough abolition resolutions, which 
have been repeatedly published in the newspapers, having first ap- 
peared in the Cincinnati Journal, which is the organ of that body, 
and its opinions. [am not informed that there was any Opposition 
in that body to these resolutions, further than an inference may be 
drawn to that effect from the extraordinary denia! of Mr. Converse 
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in the Southern Religious Telegraph—that any such resolution had 
ever passed ! 

3. My opinion is that the Assembly will do nothing at all on the 
subject presented in the foregoing resolution of the Orthodox 
Synod of Cincinnati. Ido not believe that ten persons will be 
found in the next General Assembly, desirous of pressing such an 
inquiry. 

_ 4. My opinions on the whole subject of Slavery, and all the rela- 

tions of that institution to the country and the church, remain as 
they were in 1837. They have been carefully, deliberately, prayer- 
fully formed; and like all my other opinions, frankly expressed, 
whenever the occasion has seemed to require it. Upon every 
branch of this subject they have long been before the public in a | 
multitude of forms. 

I believe that the Assembly would at any time, when the peace 
and unity of the Church seemed to require it, have no hesitation 
in saying: 1. That the Presbyterian Church never did, and never 
will, claim any power to make new laws, rules and regulations, as 
of its own authority, to bind the conscience, upon any subject 
whatever; and therefore, a fortiori, not on the subject of slavery.— 
its only power in this respect being to expound the word and will 
of God, her Master, and only spiritual lawgiver, upon every Bible 
question, and upon no other. 2. That whatever she does and says 
in the exercise of this limited, though solemn function, is of force 
and obligation only upon her own members; and never was and 
never will be pushed, as of right, on ‘‘those without.” 3. That so 
Jar as Slavery is a civil and political question, the Church has no 
power over it, and no more right to meddle with it, than with any 
other question of that descripticn. 

Farther than this the Church never can, never will go. Or if 
she does, endless contention and final division will probably be the 
consequence. For it cannot be denied that the question of Slave- 
ry has, both relatively and absolutely, a multitude of aspects, partly 
or purely moral; that these are largely spoken of and provided for 
in God’s word; and that members of our churches are personally 
and deeply interested in very many of these questions. To decline 
the interpretation of God’s law, is to cease being the pillar and 
ground of the truth; to refuse to entertain any question of practi- 
cal morality, is to cease to feed the lambs of Christ; and to reject 
the oversight of the people of God, in every matter of personal 
duty, is to cease being their spiritual guide. They who say that 
the Church has nething whatever to do with slavery, because it is a 
civil institution, greatly err. They ought to say, the Church has 
nothing to do with it, so far as it is a civil institution—and so far as 
it relates to those without. : 

What will be, what has been, or what ought to be, the moral 
decisions of the Church on this question, which God has told her 
so much about, and for the guidance of her children; is not here 
the special question. She might say Slavery was right.—She might 
say it was wrong.—She might say it has, simply considered, no 
moral quality, as being a mere relation of power and subjection ; 


and is therefore purely indifferent ; which I understand to be the 
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ground taken by the Biblical Repertory. But she never can Say; 
without unchurching herself, that she has nothing to do with it, to 
the total extent of its moral qualities and relations, positive and 
relative, whatever they may be. 

But the other course, suggested in your fifth query, is, t appears 
to me, the one most likely to meet the general wish ; and unite all 
moderate and candid minds, under existing circumstances. That 
is, just let things alone. The Assembly has spoken often on this 
subject. Some say it has said too much—Some say not enough 
—Some say just enough, and no more. And pious, orthodox, and 
wise men—loving, and standing firm by the Church—hold all these 
several opinions; and probably did so at every period of our past 
history. Why need we embarrass and vex ourselves by making 
difficulties ; or even by rushing headlong into those which may 
appear needful to be encountered, but which are yet distant? If 
we will do what God bids, at the time he bids us, he will always 
show us a way todoit. It isas much our duty to wait on Provi- 
dence, as to follow its leadings. He is as utterly unfit to lead who 
rushes before the command, as he is who refuses to move when 
the command is given. In all the great contest from which the 
church is now emerging, with so much evidence of the Divine 
favour, these great truths have been constantly and signally made 
manifest. Let us trust God for the future; and whosoever will, 
let them rage ; and whosoever will, let them imagine a vain thing. 

I have, perhaps, already said too much, on this subject. But 
there are two things personal to myself, which I will not entirely 
pass by. I have been held up to public hatred by a Mr. Dana, of 
your city, for sentiments said to have been expressed by me, in the 
Convention of ’37, in Philadelphia; and again by a Mr. White, of 
John’s Island, for my course in the Assembly of ’38, in regard to 
the dispssition made of the case of Mr. Harrison. I have not 
seen the recent publication of Mr. Legare, as I have already said. 
But, if I mistake not, he is a near connexion, by marriage, of Mr. 
W hite—perhaps a brother-in-law ; and I suppose has received his 
impression of me from him ; for, to the best of my present recol- 
lection, I never saw him. I think I have sume cause of complaint, 
that gentlemen, when they wish to arraign me before the public, 
should pass by my formal, deliberate, and repeated publications, on 
the very questions at issue; and rely on rumours, surmises, and 
inuendoes, for the grounds of accusation. I think, also, that the 
community ought to use great forbearance, in taking up such accu- 
sations against men who are not only indigenous in the country, 
and thoroughly identified with it; but whose kindred are scattered 
in every part of it, and whose ancestors were coeval with it. Espe- 
cially when these accusations are brought by men, who are not yet 
acclimated; whose connexion with it is summed up when their 
quarter’s salary is paid ; and whose entire interest in it has passed, 
not indeed under the Praetor’s spear, but through the silversmith’s 
ring. 

The truth is, as multitudes know, (and none perhaps better 
than they who have reviled me,) that on-both the occasions alluded 
to above, my course was shaped precisely after the principles now 
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set forth and commended. Nor is there, perhaps, any uncharita- 
dleness in the belief, that the avoidance of an explosion, perhaps a 
total rupture on both occasions, in the ranks of the orthodox, was 
my real crime; and the true cause of Mr. Dana’sand Mr. White’s 
grief. In °37, my whole object in the efforts, which wounded so ’ 
profoundly the Southern ()! ) feelings of Mr. Dana, of New-Eng- 
land, was to prevent the orthodox from introducing the question of 
Slavery at all into the Convention or Assembly of that year. That 
subject was excluded—the church was saved; and Mr. Dana’s 
heart, it seems, was broken! In the Assembly of 938, the case of 
Mr. Harrison, (who is my near kinsman, and early, constant, and 
beloved friend; and whose honour, interest, and reputation, were 
as dear to me as my owu)—came up as a case of discipline— 
involving several points of the question of slavery. But it was 
perfectly clear, on the examination of the case, that no decision of 
it could reach any of the parties to it; and that it would be a 
decision, when rendered, merely in thesi. I did, therefore, con- 
sider it my duty, if possible, to prevent the church from being 
agitated, perhaps rent, by a decision in thesi, upon any part of the 
slavery question, in such a crisis as that presented during the last 
Assembly. I did, therefore privately, and publicly in the hearing 
of Mr. White and the whole house, explain the posture of the 
business, and urge the amicable adjustment of the case. And, as 
counsel for Mr. Harrison, in connexion with Dr. J. L. Wilson, who 
acted for those opposed to the decision of the Synod of Cincinnati, 
and Mr. Cleland, for the Synod itself, 1 proposed, what every body 
but Mr. White, seemed to consider a fair, honourable, and just dis- 
: position of the case. Again, the agitation, perhaps division of the 
: church, on this unhappy question, was avoided ; but alas, the South- 
ern spirit of Mr. White, of New-England, was wounded past for- 
giveness. 

An ancient Greek General once fought and conquered, against 
the express commands of the supreme power of the State. Amid 
the various excuses of his trembling fellows in command, arraigned 
for disobeying the voice of the commonwealth, he boldly declared: 
{ do not ask to be acquitted—but let it be written, I was put to 
death for saving the State. I presume Messrs. Dana and White 
are no more a-kin to that renowned Commonwealth than [ to that 
unhappy Gencral. If they will, therefore, plainly tell wherefore 
they revile me, [ am perfectly content. And if the country and 
the church but profit by my labours, I am also content that they 
should both bestow on whom they list, their favours and their 
smiles, 

5. I think a great deal can be done to quiet the excitement which 
prevails in the South, in regard to the act of 1818. The chief 
thing to be done is to disabuse the public mind, and to convince 
the country that the excitement is altogether fictitious; by show- 
ing the true state of the case. As, for example, that it is a mere 
New-School contrivance, to aid a desperate ecclesiastical party.— 
As, furthermore, that the whole action of the Presbyterian church, 
good or bad, was always intended to be a mere moral action, 
and never a political action; an action for itselfand its own mem- 
bers, and not for the State, or mankind at large. 
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There is one part of this excitement that is surprising beyond 
measure. The New School parties at the South, and at the North, 
are thoroughly united, personally and ecclesiastically; and are 
becoming more and more so, every day ; but no body is excited by 
it—and they at the South publicly avouch and defend their north- 
ern friends, although almost the entire New Schoo} party, out of 
the Slave States, is an abolition body; and every one of their news-~- 
papers; not in those states, either neutral or for the abolitionists.— 

ut the Old School party at the South seems to dread its friends, 
although the whole world knows that the Old School party and 
press at the North, is thoroughly and decidedly, and as to the press, 
unanimously, opposed to abolition. And the existing excitement 
seems to have for its object this result, namely, to force a rupture 
between these portions of the Old School party; although both 
are hostile to abolition, properly so called; and that at a time the 
most demanding their continued union. That is, the friends of the 
Abolitionists at the South are striving by the force of public excite- 
ment, to divide the enemies of abolition in the various sections of 
the country; and are pretending to do this, as enemies of abolition 
itself. And the public do not scoff at such arts. Have Mr. White 
and Mr. Dana any idea that the act of ISIS is more abolition than 
Dr. Beman is? Or than Edward Beecher, and the Cincinnati 
Journal, and the New York Evangelist, and the New School As- 
sembly of 1838 are? Or, much as they denounce me, does either 
of them in his conscience believe that 1 am more an abolitionist 
than those whom they trust, aid and counsel with? Now, allow 
me, my dear sir, to say, that if the Old School party in the South 
were Only to put the public in possession of the facts of the case ; 
and then of the mode in which, and the objects for which these 
facts are constantly and systematically distorted; and of the pos- 
ture and aim of those who do this; my firm belief is, that whatever 
excitement of the kind now spoken of, might continue to exist, 
would be against those who, by such unhallowed means, have cre- 
— that which may now prevail, in regard to the famous act of 

Sis. 

There is no doubt a great and general excitement prevailing all 
over the nation, on the subject of slavery; and this excitement 
appears to be more than usually excessive in particular portions of 
the South, and in some of our Presbyteries and Synods there. If 
presume no one has any idea that this general excitement over 
the country, and amongst others than Presbyterians, could be at all 
allayed by any lawful action of our church on the subject, in pres- 
ent circumstances. The repeal of the act of 1818, and the rever- 
sal of our whole testimony asa church, could, I should suppose, 
do nothing towards quieting the public mind. We, as Presbyteri- 
ans, have adouble duty to perform; one, namely, to the church, 
and another to the country.—QAs to the latter, every man must 
decide, in view of his political principles and position; and I feel 
at present no call to speak on that part of the subject. But as we 
are Presbyterians, our religious principles are defined and long 
settled ; and amongst the first of these, is that which constitutes 
the entire church one body, and that which asserts universal parity 
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amongst us. Such a church never can decide any thing but on and 
after full comparison of sentiment and views, and ample allowance 
for discussion and reflection. In this manner, and for a very long 
course of years, our church has settled her testimony and doctrine 
about many of the great moral questions involved in the institution 
of slavery. At length a sect has arisen which pronounces this testi- 
mony and doctrine incomplete in extent, and defective in its foun- 
dations—I mean the abolitionists—a portion of whom had found 
their way into our body. Responsive to their opinions, and in 
quick succession after them, others are broached in an opposite 
quarter; and these pronounce our ancient testimony false, because 
it says too much, and our doctrine erroneous, because its founda- 
tions are too large. In the mean time I have no doubt that the 
great bulk of the church remains firmly of its constant mind on 
the whole subject ; and is resolute not to reverse, except on the 
clearest conviction, its long continued testimony and doctrine.—It 
is painful, and it no doubt increases the general difficulty of the 
subject, as well as the general excitement, that both extremes of 
party often misconstrue and misrepresent the great central body.— 
The abolitionists call them pro-slavery men; the others call them 
abolitionists—As a sample, I find myself continually represented 
in both these aspects —although if [ know my heart, | am incapa- 
ble of duplicity and double dealing. 

I make these remarks to put in aclear light two points. The 
first is, that the church seeks nothing; but various parties seek to 
alter her settled doctrine and testimony, in various and opposite 
directions. The second is that from the nature of the church itself, 
no such alteration can be made; except upon the full, clear and 
general discussion of the entire case, and cumparison of all views. 
But this very course is vehemently objected to; and perhaps in the 
present state of the public mind, may be difficult, if nut impossible. 
Then it is not reasonable, nor fair to expect effects, where their 
immediate causes cannot operate. 

It strikes me as a great misfurtune, on this as on many more sub- 
jects, that the church should sympathize so deeply with the world, 
and be so much under the control of a public sentiment exterior to 
itself. We do not ask to control nor direct the State; let not the 
State suppose she has any right to rezulate the conscience of the 
church. I have no hesitation in saying that if the Presbyterian 
church had no other excitement and difficulties to manage, on this 
slavery question, than such as now do, or ever did exis! in her own 
bosom, her task would be one of no great difficulty. But it must 
be confessed, that if besides the intrasion of false relisious 
trines and foreign principles of ecclesiastical order, we ina to 
be mixed up with every vehement political excitement: if oor 
course is to be so shaped as to pleise every doctrine, every sect, 
and every party; if we must consult all demazozues, as weil as ail 
heresiarchs, and all reformers ; then indeed we have a task before us, 
the end of which no sagacity can conjecture—no wisdom provide 
for—no toil achieve; and the church, in that case, is of all bodies 


the very last whose conduct can ever be either pure, peaceful, or 
uniform. 
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6. There was a special act of the Assembly of °38, in relation to 
Presbyteries and churches, situated like Charleston Union and 
some of its churches. I am not able to say, however, that any, and 
if any, what special reference may have been had, to your troubles 
and condition, either by the Committee of fifteen, or by the As- 
sembly, in framing or passing the ‘ three acts” for the pacification 
of the church. Those acts were discussed, line by line, in the 
Assembly; after having been settled, principle by principle, in the 
Committee, before drafting; and weighed, word by word, by it, 
after being drafted. Never was any business done in the Assembly, 
with more labour, care, and sincerity. Nor, in my poor judgment, 
was any action ever more candid, simple, effectual, and apt, to the 
whole state of the case, and for the whole object aimed at. That 
they fully met your case is another evidence of their efficiency and 
comprehensiveness ; and of God’s favour to them. 

And now, my dear Sir, I fear I shall hardly be excused by you 
for the length to which this letter has run. Yet the nature of the 
various subjects contained in your interrogatories, and in the im- 
portant printed matter which accompanied your letter, seemed to 
justify, if not demand, a certain minuteness of statement, which I 
would otherwise have gladly avoided. And the deep interest, too, 
which attaches to these great and difficult matters, seemed to leave 
me without excuse, if I should hesitate to speak with the utmost 
frankness, and all the fulness which propriety permits; when thus 
providentially called to doso. I have already said that I consider 
thatcall a favour done me, on account of my peculiar circum- 
stances. I will now add, that the favour would be increased, if 
these observations could be laid before the Southern public, in whole 
—or in such part, as you may be able to circulate through the 
press. With much respect and esteem, 

Yours, truly, 


Ro. J. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Rev. T. Smytu, Charleston, S. C. 


In the Charleston Courier, (a political newspaper,) of January 
31—is an article signed W. C. Dana, (whom we understand to be 
the Rev’p Mr. Dana, of Charleston,) replying to the two foregoing 
letters. ‘This article contains several statements which we deem it 
proper to notice ;—rather that our silence might not be construed 
into an admission of their correctness, than with the hope of 
awakening in Mr. Dana’s mind, his dormant, or deficient sense of 
truth and justice. We will number and notice some of the most 
objectionable statements in order, 

1. ‘‘l endeavoured,’’ says Mr. Dana, ‘‘to show that both the 
parties into which the northern church was divided, were hostile to 
slavery; aad that the differences between them on this subject, 
were too slight to be of any account,” &c. 

Now this is a most notable discovery. Abolitionists contend : 
1, for immediate emancipation, irrespective of all consequences : 
2, for perfect social, civil and personal equality. of the negroes with 
the whites: 3, for amalgamation, at the discretion of the parties: 
4, for interference on the part of the National Government with 
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slavery in the respective states: 5, for radical changes in the Fed- 
eral Constitution and in the laws of Congress: 6, for open resist- 
ance against those laws, as contrary to God’s revealed will: 7, for 
making abolitionism aterm of communion, &c. &c. But an im- 
mense party, in church and state, north of South Carolina, resists 
vehemently, every item stated above. And yet, these matters are 
so supremely insignificant, as to constitute “ differences too slight 
to be of any account”! One is at a loss to decide, whether the logic, 
the candour, or the modesty of such statements surpasses ! 

If there be a settled purpose in any part of the southern popula- 
tion of this country, as there seems too much reason to apprehend 
there is, to force the whole nation to the alternative of Abolitionism, 
or pro-slaveryism ; and to do this, in the view of political or eccle- 
Siastical party movements; it is right for them to know how the 
nation at large views such proceedings, and what consummation 
they may look for in such an enterprise. For our parts, we do not 
believe that one man in ten thousand, the earth over, can ever be 
got to say that he considers slavery—as Mr. Dana appears to do; 
namely, a thing good in itself, and to be praised and defended 
because itis so. And of slave-holders themselves, we apprehend, 
by far the greater portion, are heretics, if Mr. Dana is to be taken 
as the expounder of orthodoxy on the subject. 

2. ‘I adverted to the well known fact that Mr. Breckinridge 
* * * * is so violent against slavery, that a number of his Journal 
was recently burnt by the proper authorities of Petersburg, Va., 
as an incendiary document.” 

Mr. Breckinridge never denied, for above twenty years last past, 
that he was opposed to all slavery—whether of the mind or body. 
He has never ceased, in the mannerand spirit that seemed to him 
dictated by republican liberty, sound reason, enlightened policy, 
true benevolence, and evangelical doctrine, to plead for liberty ; for 
true, real, universal liberty. May the good God forbid that ever 
he should be tempted, by such madmen as Garrison on one hand, 
and Dana on the other, to abandon or damage that sacred cause. 

But ‘proper authorities” decided against him. Truly. And 
‘proper authorities” stoned Stephen, slew Paul, and crucified 
Jesus. 

Yea, but these authorities were ‘‘of Petersburg, Va.” Re- 
nowned burg! Alas! it is even too true. 

But sofily, Mr. Dana. Did you know, that the “ vigilant Post 
Master,’”’ Mr. SHore, who was chief engineer of that sad confla- 
gration, was once a member, perhaps an officer, of the Presbyterian 
church at Petersburg ; and that he has, since the Assembly of ’38, 
openly and publicly renounced the Presbyterian church? Did you 
kuow that?—He burnt our Journal, as you revile our name; nomi- 
nally, for differing with you about slavery ; really, for opposing your 
heresy and fanaticism. His conduct has, at last, confirmed all our 
statements about him on this point. 

You might have added, that the authorilies at Richmond, aided 
those at Petersburg. Do you remember our famous prophesy to 
Mr. Converse? I1t amused him excessively. We presume he is 
not quite so merry at present. Said we, a year and a half ago, to 








136 Memoirs, to serve as a History of the Semi-Pelagian (March, 


him; Your paper will not survive this controversy. The Southern 
Religious Telegraph, had then several thousand subscribers. It 
no longer exists !—Said we further; Jt will not surprise us to see you 
editing an Abolition newspaper north of the Chesapeak. Behold the 
consummation! Mr. Converse is editing the Philadelphia Observer ; 
to which he has united the Telegraph. 

Beware Mr. Dana, lest we be provoked to prophesy of you. 

There is one aspect of that Petersburg affair, which has given 
us great pain; aud which, perhaps we owe it to ourown characters, 
to advert to, fora moment. We never asserted any fact, about the 
operations at Petersburg, or the influences at Richmond, as of our 
own knowledge. We made the entire statements on such author- 
ity, as we would have risked our lives upon. As to a part of the 
statements, (namely, so much as related to the disputed letter from 
Mr. Converse to Mr. Shore)—there resulted a direct and positive 
contradiction, between those two individuals,—and our principal 
informant. In this contingency, we deemed it our duty to give up 
names; but first to notify others, and leave the time and manner 
to their decision. To our utter amazement, we were forbidden to 
reveal the authority on which chiefly our statements had, from the 
first, been made. And the ground was asserted, that al/ that ever 
had been stated, was in the perfect confidence that no name should 
be revealed; a ground, considering the circumstances, absurd in 
itself—and on our part never dreamed of tll thus stated. We have, 
however, chosen rather to abide the course of providence, than 
vindicate ourselves, by exposures which others shrink from. But 
we have the amplest and fullest evidence, that every statement we 
ever made, was on authority, respected by all, as sufficient and 
conclusive. 

One more fact—equally painful. The gentleman in Petersburg, 
who said, and we have no doubt said truly, that he saw portions of 
the letter which Mr. Converse says he never wrote, and Mr. Shore 
that he never received; this gentleman stood by, mute, amid all 
these denials !—We preferred here also, to leave the matter to the 
course of providence, rather than—when forbidden, as before 
stated—coerse exposures, which seemed to be so much dreaded. 

The only point in which we are personally interested, is the fact 
of having made our statements, on information, deemed sufficient, 
by good and prudent men. So complete is our defence on this 
point, that we declare before God, we would this moment, say that 
we believe there was some strange mistake; if we were not con- 
vinced, by all we have heard, that Mr. Converse really did write, 
and that Mr. Shore really did receive the letter in question. Nay, 
we did fully expect the East Hanover Presbytery to arraign Mr. 
Converse ; not on our charges, but on far worse and greater. For 
we heard with our own ears, a member of that Presbytery say, in 
substance, if notin terms; that if he did not pretty soon leave the 
Presbytery, he would be arraigned ‘‘ for lying and slander.” Such 
were the words uttered, as we remember, at a table where a dozen 
gentlemen were dining; before we introduced Mr. Converse’s 
name into the Petersburg Conflagration at all, as a direct party. 

Mr. Shore is no Jonger in our church; Mr. Converse, we sup- 
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pose, will hardly continue long in it—if he still does. Wehaveno 
malice against either of them; and have deemed it necessary to 
say thus much, rather at the suggestion of wise and experienced 
friends—than in obedience to our own clear convictions. In 
regard to other gentlemen hinted at above; while we cannot ap- 
prove their conduct, we have endeavoured to find the best excuses 
for it.—The future is in the hands of God. 

3. ‘The article which attracted the attention of the civil author- 
ities in Va.,’’ says Mr. Dana, ‘‘is prefaced by some editorial 
remarks, which the legal gentleman, who decided its circulation to 
be against the statutes of Va., pronounces ‘a full endorsement’ 
{the quotation and italics are Mr. D.’s} of the matter.” 

It grieves us to say, that this statement, is in all material respects 
untrue. The very reverse of it is true. Our remarks were an 
express disclaimer—-~instead of ‘‘ a fullendorsement;”’ a brief note, 
and not prefatory at all. (See our [V. Vol. No. 1, p. 18, for Jan’y 
38.) “We disagree with him in many things; in some very 
widely.’”? Why if this be “a full endorsement’’—we shall perhaps 
be charged with endorsing Mr. Dana himself—on the sole, and 
very ground, on which the other endorsement alone stood ; namely, 
publishing the matter! 

We cannot say precisely whether Mr. Dana or Mr. Pegram, 
is the author of the misiake. To the best of our recollection, 
belief, and opinion, however, the former gentleman is entitled to 
all the honour of it. 

4. ‘* Again, I alluded to an equally notorious fact, that the same 
individual * * * * was so hostile to slavery, that he declared, 
respecting this very act, (that of 1818,) ‘that he would go to-the 
stake,’ rather than ask the Assembly to repeal it.’’ A little farther 
on he adds, ‘‘ the words, ‘ would go to the stake,’ were uttered by 
Mr. Breckinridge, in the Convention of ’37, and were quoted by 
me from a pamphlet published by Rev. C. W. Howard, of Ga., 
who was present at the time.” 

Mr. Howard, if we are rightly informed, is now abroad. We 
will, therefore, trust him to the recollections of all who were in the 
Convention and Assembly of °37. We never saw the pamphlet 
quoted from; nor do we remember ever to have heard of it before. 
This argues nothing against the pamphlet however; nor any thing 
in favour of our obligation to notice it, even if we had seen it.— 
We apprehend it is one privilege of manhood, not to be responsi- 
ble to boys; one advantage of a fixed character, of any kind, that 
it can often_be trusted with its own defence. 

It is no matter on whose authority Mr. Dana makes the State- 
ment; its essential part is utterly untrue. We have no doubt the 
great majority of the members of the Convention of ’37, will 
remember what we are about to state. 

The question of slavery it was distinctly understood, was agita- 
ting the Southern churches ; and it was supposed by many that 
nothing short of the total reversal of the whole doctrine and testi- 
mony of the church, would satisfy them. In this state of things 
the Convention of ’37 met. We had not been much above a month 
— — Europe. We found, with much surprise, many 
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Orthodox men, at the North, ready to yield, on party grounds, all 
these demands of the South, in regard to slavery. On the other 
hand, pretty nearly as many seemed ready to spurn those demands, 
‘on the merits of the case. We thought we saw that the ruin of the 
church was inevitable, unless some middle ground could be found. 
This we supposed we found—and have clearly stated, in the letter 
to Mr. Smyth, now published. 

When, therefore, the question of slavery was introduced into 
the Convention, in debate; the Senior Editor of this Magazine, at 
once took that ground ;—and by every reason and motive he was 
capable of urging, plead for the total exclusion of the whole mat- 
ter, in the then agitated and alarming condition of the church.— 
Amongst other things, he urged the utter impossibility of our 
coming to terms of agreement; and the equal one of a free and 
general discussion of the subject, before the churches. And in 
this connexion, stated the various and opposing views held; and 
amongst the rest hisown. But in stating the doctrine and testi- 
mony of the church, he purposely and wholly omitted all mention 
of the act of 1818; precisely because he considered the testimony 
sufficient for his argument, without that act, and because he sup~ 
posed it was particularly offensive to some minds. 

When this omission was observed by the Convention, some 
member called our attention to the fact of it; and we gave the 
reason stated above therefor. Our impression is that Dr. Blythe 
was the member who made the suggestion of the omission; but of 
this we are not positive. We are, however, clear, in the recollec- 
tion, that when we had thus explained, some Southern member, 
and as we believe, the Rev. Mr., now Dr. PLummer, of Richmond, 
(who for the first time, and to our great joy, openly acted with the 
orthodox in that Convention)—rose and said, that ‘ the South made 
no objection to the act of 1818”; or words to that effect. No Ortho- 
dox Southern gentleman contradicted him then, or afterwards, in 
that Convention or Assembly, if our memory is correct. 

Such are, in substance, the facts of this case; as no doubt, 
many are able to testify. Mr. Dana must perceive that they put 


his proof and argument, as well as his coadjutors and hobby, 
rather hors du combat. 
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ALLEGED HOSTILITY TO THE CONGREGATIONAL CHURCHES, AND TO 
THE PEOPLE OF NEW ENGLAND. 


WE received, not long since, twelve foolscap pages of manu- 
script, the alleged purport and object of which were, to defend the 
people of New England in general, and the Congregational 
churches in particular; from a multitude of slanderous charges— 
declared to have been made in this Magazine. We returned the 
manuscript, as a mutter of course; and have no purpose now, to 
make any use of its contents, or further reference to it. But the 
occasion seemed to afford, if not call for, an explicit statement, on 
our part, of our real sentiments, and true position, on the two 
subjects stated. 

1. As it regards the Congregational form of church order, we 
have repeatedly stated, in the most public manner, that we consider 
it next after the Presbyterian, the nearest to-the Scriptural and 
apostolical model. Such is our full and decided conviction. As 
regards the early Congregational churches of New England—there 
were many of them, almost Presbyterian in order; and in doctrine, 
discipline, and temper, essentially one with us. The various apos- 


tacies to Unitarianism, to Taylorism, to Garrisonism, to Emmon- - 


sism, and Hopkinsianism, (we put them down, in the order of evil, 
not of time,) no doubt weakened, and that justly, the bond betwecn 
us and them; and left the body with which we can act harmoni- 
ously, comparatively very small. The present condition of that 
portion, is extremely uncertain and critical; so that we hardly know 
who, or exactly what they are. At Andover the full half, or more, 
of the professors are, in our view, unsound; yet the sound ones, 
are making no adequate efforts against the inroads of error. At 
Yale the whole establishments, literary and theological, are under 
evil influence; and, all the sign of vitality in the orthodox there, 
is a metaphysical disquisition, on a remote point of the controversy ; 
which itself appears to be more than half neutral. ‘Throughout 
Connecticut, nearly all the ministers, it appears, by recent devel- 
opments—have signed a treaty of silence, under the dictation of 
Dr. Taylor; and that upon most vital points of doctrine, and in 
the most deplorable crisis of their controversy. And very lately, 
the only religious newspaper of New England, on which the or- 
thodox inthe Presbyterian chuich confidently relied—is silenced. 
At the same time, the benevolent efforts of the Congregational 
churches, present no means of discovering who are sound and who 
apostate ; while all the world knows that by means of those efforts, 
incalculable damage has been done to us, and to the truth; and 
that the orthodox there, are yearly sending out Taylorists to the 
heathen, and yearly supporting others in the foreign field. And 
to come nearer home, we behold, in the recent contentions, and 
final apostacy from our body, these remarkable facts—namely ; that 
nearly all our troubles came into the church through ministers of 
New-England origin, or education; and that the overwhelming 
majority, of those who have left us, are of the same description ;— 
while, without exception, every New England association and cen- 
sociation, in treaty relations with the Presbyterian church, has 
taken ground with the Pelagian Asgembly, or stood entirely aloof! 
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Still, there are, no doubt, many orthodox and evangelical churches 
and ministers, of the Congregational order; and towards them, 
we ought to cultivate the most fraternal feelings. But they ought 
to be more decided and constant and public, than they too often, 
have been; in distinguishing themselves from those with whom 
we have, and by God’s grace intend to wage, a great controversy. 
And if, because they refuse to draw these necessary lines of dis- 
tinction, and separation, we are forced to do and say things meant 
for others, but which wound them; the fault is theirs. 

There are also, doubtless, many estimable and lovely persons, 
both ministers and people, now scattered in the Presbyterian 
churches, who are of Congregational origin. Such persons have 
no right to take offence, when we contend with those for whom 
they have no fellowship; and against principles, which they are 
as much bound to contend against, as we are. We never identify 
them, even in thought, with those, of whom they are not; and it 
is a great weakness, or a sign of unsettled principles, for them ta 
do so. To justify as a matter of propriety, that an evangelical 
Presbyterian, ought to be offended, merely because he or she came 
from New England; whenever he or she hears any thing, that is 
—" was, evil, in New England, rebuked or exposed,—is mere 
olly. 

2. As regards a general prejudice against the people of New 
England—or against those of any other portion of the human race ; 
we simply say, if we know our own hearts, any such charge or 
insinuation, coming from whatever quarter, is utterly unfounded. 

The people of New England, like those of all other countries, 
have their peculiarities—good and bad. We suppose, that like all 
other people, they ought not to expect to be praised and imitated 
in what is bad; any more than be reviled for what is good. Some 
of the best, some of the vilest of mankind, have been yankees.— 
The wicked amongst them, have just as much right to suppose the 
world means them, when the excellent are praised; as the good 
have ta take offence at the denunciations levelled against the 
wicked, That persons do not always discriminate sufficiently 
either in praising or blaming, may be very true; and perhaps it is 
not less true, that we do not act with universal wisdom, in appropri- 
ating to ourselves, things good and bad, never meantforus. These 
are amongst the weaknesses of humanity; and to make too much 
of them, is neither good nor wise. 

It is very certain that exceeding great prominence has been given 
to New England influence in the late tribulations of the Presbyte- 
rian church ; and indeed, at the present moment, in our most vex- 
atious and dangerous national excitements. Nearly without excep- 
tion the leaders of the Semi-Pelagian party, have been of New 
England origin. Nearly all the abolition leaders, are of the same 
stock. Nearly all the promoters of excess, whether in action or 
opinion, of these latter days, it has so chanced, are of or from that 
region. It need not therefore, be considered surprising, that such 
facts should greatly, perhaps unduly, affect the public mind; and 
that in view of them, less praise and more blame, should be bestowed 
ethan zealous friends of New England, would consider just. 





ee, 


2 ied 


—— . 
ae a “tt 
ON ii ct Aan aie iy PRBS Os + 


—eo 








ig i$ 
Ce Le 

















1839. ] And to the People of New England. 14} 


There can be no question also, that when the Presbyterian 
church became alarmed, and roused herself up, for a great strug- 
gle for her ancient faith and order; she found that all the fountains 
of influence, in her bosom—whether ordinary or extraordinary— 
were to a most prodigious and unexpected extent, under New 
England influence ; and that this immense influence, was nearly 
all against her! The voluntary societies, the religious periodical 
press, the literary institutions, the theological seminaries, the min- 
isterial office itself; to what immense lengths had this influence 
spread—and how firm and devoted, was it against the truth! Let 
us repeat a few names. Dr. Peters, at the head of Home Missions ; 
Dr. Patton, Ministerial Education; Dr. Wisner, and Messrs. 
Green and Anderson, and then Mr. Armstrong, over Foreign 
Missions; Dr. Ely, Mr. Conyerse, Mr. Brainard, Mr. Leavett, the 
Messrs. Morse, Mr. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, &c. &c., oyer the news- 
papers; Dr. Beecher, Dr. Richards, Dr. Cox, Messrs. Finney, 
Taylor, Goodrich, not to mention, Proff. Stuart and Dr. Taylor, 
over Theology; Mr. Mahan, Mr. Green, Mr. Edward Beecher, 
Dr. Carroll, &c. &c. &c., over the Colleges. But reflect, for one 
moment, that with no Eastern people at all, in hundreds of our 
churches; with almost no churches at all, belonging to us, through- 
out New England ;—yet it was found, that one in every four of all 
our ministers were from New England; and that of these, five- 
sixths at least, were steadfastly, unitedly, and unalterably, opposed 
to the reform of the church. 

In such a state of case as this, it really appears to us, very 

natural, that a great deal should be said, about New England influ- 
ence; and that a great deal might be said, which cver sensitive 
people could easily take offence at. 
_ Now we have no idea of justifying any thing, which any body 
may have done, that was unkind or unfair. Least of all, shall we 
be found contending for any immunity, on our own part, from per- 
sonal frailties. But we are ready to declare that, in our poor judg- 
ment, a hundred fold more might have been said, than ever we have 
said ; whether reference be had to the great facts of the case, or to 
the personal provocations given to us, and our Magazine. Who 
abused us without measure and without ceasing? Who caysed us 
to be traduced, and then Lynched and burnt by proxy? Who 
sent agents secretly into this city, to circulate printed libels on us? 
Who forged our signature, to circulate in our congregation, a book 
hostile to our principles? Who fraudulently and deceitfully obtain- 
ed our recommendation to the Comprehensive Commentary—and 
still continue to parade that recommendation before the churches ; 
to aid in giving currency to doctrines, which it has been one object 
of our labours to confute and arrest ?—But we forbear. 

As for us, we try to be Evangelical Christians ; and greatly as we 
respect all orthodox churches,—we prefer our own; and must be 
allowed to say so. On theother hand, while we cherish prejudices 
against no part of the human race, and especially against no por- 
tion of our own countrymen; we are, and mean tobe Americans, 
All who intend to be any thing else, will of course, follow their 
inclinations. They will receive no molestation from us; except 
so far as their projects interfere with our rights. 
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SYLLABUS OF ECCLESIASTICAL PROGRESSION. 


One of the most admirable works which this age has produced, 
isthe ‘“‘ Essai sun L’ Esprit et L’ Influence de lu Reformation de 
Luther,” by Cuaraes Vitters. It is contained in one small vol- 
ume, and has been, we believe, published, in an English dress, in 
this country. 

In an appendix of 57 pages, to the Paris edition of 1808, is a 
very curious and striking disquisition, underthe title ‘ Esquisse de 
L’ Histoire de L’ Eglise ;’ the divisions and titles of which we 
give below. 

I. Pertop.— Democratic. 


From Jesus to Constantine. From the year | to 325. 
The first Christians form a religious society, separate from others. 
—This Society becomes by little and little, an organised state.— 


The system of equality prevails at first; but gives place to a system 
of hierarchic subordination. 


II, Pertop.—Oligarchic. 
From Constantine to Mahomet. From 326 to 604. 
The establishment of the Patriarchial system. 


III. Pertop.—Monarchic. 
From Mahomet to Hildebrand. From 604 to 1073. 


The authority of the Roman See becomes predominant, in the 
West; both in spiritual and temporal affairs. 


IV. Pertop.—Despotic. 
From Hildebrand to Luther. From 1073 to 1517. 


1 Section. 


The authority of the Roman See becomes unlimited. The popes 
are regarded as the representatives of God; and the earth as their 
domain. 


2 Section. 


The consideration of the Roman See decreases. Its authority 
declines. Knowledge revives. THE CHURCH PERCEIVES THE 
NECESSITY OF A REFORMATION. 

At this moment a strong man arose, who had the courage to 
proclaim aloud ;—‘' The Church of Jesus Christ must be reformed ! 
She must be purged from her abuses. She must be restored to her 
original spirit. If the Bishop of Rome will not concur in this 
Reforination ; it must be made without him!” 

That man was Martin Luruer !—His reformation should be 
set down as the V. Perrop. It is of its Spirit and Influence, in 
religious, political, historical, moral, literary, philosophical and 
scientific points of view—that the Essay of M. Villers treats. 
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{G@ NOTICES, RECEIPTS, ACCOUNTS, ANSWERS TO LETTERS, &c. 





Jan. 16—F es. 15.—Rev. J. Shields, Mexico, Pa.; the number written 
for sent.—Rev. J. Sewel, Savannah, Ga., $2.—John Kelso, Esq., Balt., 
$2 50.—A. McEwen, Northumberland Co., Pa., $15; see JVolices, §c., 
inour Feb. No. The remaining $1 50, can be sent by the first private 
opportunity.—G. N. Haslett, Wilcox Co., Ala., $2; direction changed to 
Allenton.—Michael Wallace, Huntingdon Co., Pa; two letters. The 
business appears to be all done properly. Weare obliged by his kindness. 
—$10 from Rev. Dr. Hodge, Princeton, N. J.—$8 from James D. Breck- 
inridge, Esq., of Louisville, Ky.—$2 50 from Mrs. J. Ramsay, Fells-point, 
Balt., for ’39.—Rev. J. Hawthorn, Shelby Co., Ky; the number written 
for sent, on receipt of the letter, which was however, two weeks reaching 
us.— Mather Elder, Darlington, Beaver Co., Pa.; his order by the hand of 
Thomas Hinshilwood, is the only one received, and that is attended to; 
our accounts are now being made out; he will receive his soon.—$2 50 
from James George, Howard st., Balt., for °39.—$10 from Rev. A. Web- 
ster, Georgetown, D. C.; of which $2 50 for himseif, for ’39, (the ac- 
knowledgment on page 96, should have been for ’88,) and $7 50, for Mr. 
Timothy Rennick, for 1836, ’7, and ’8; see page 48.—B. Jordon, Esq., 
Middletown, Pa., $2 50, for 39. We think we still have on hand, the 
check similar to the present, for 38; it having been laid aside by us, and 
not used, as we rernember. We will use both if we can, and we presume 
there will be no difficulty ; or if there should be, will inform Mr. B., who 
will please accept our thanks, for his kindness.—$5, from Miss Jordon, of 
Belle Air. Md., for self and Wm. D. Michel.—@2 25, from Rev. Mr. Har- 

r, Ellicott’s Mills, Md.; name added from Jan. ’39.—Gardiner Carroll, of 

alt. $2 50, for °39, and name added from Jan. ’9.—Rev. Ja’s Morrison, 
Rockbridge Co., Va., $5, credited to 'Thomas H. Walker and Alexander 
Walker, for’39. The sum of $4, formerly received, credited as desired, 
and a perfect No. for Feb’y sent to replace the imperfect one.—Isaac Bliz- 
zard, New Windsor, Md., name added from Jan’y 1.—$2 from Rev. S. 
Steel,- Hillsborough, Ohio.—Rev. A. Macklin, of Phila., $5, for 1887,—8. 

The following is an extract, verbatim and literatim, from an individual, 
who, after paying less than half of four years’ subscription to us, in shin- 
plasters, no longer current, thus argues the case: “ liquise you charge me 
with not paying in advance that is not my fault if’ you imploy agents 
they should atand to there Busness neither have I Been usd acording to 
agrement for I subscribed onlay for the one yeare unless further orders,” 
&c. Our chief wonder is, that such an one should subscribe at all. 

We would respectfully say to our distant subscribers, that we never 
send their bills, when they are of a less amount than five dollars; as it is 
inconvenient to remitasmallersum. Those indebted so much for the 
Magazine, will receive their accounts in the April and May Nos.; unless 
on reading this notice, they are good enough to render that trouble, on our 
part, needless. We are careless about this matter, except so far as the 
amount of actual expenses incurred by the work, are involved. To that 
extent only, we feel the necessity of support on the part of our subscribers. 
See Fy 208 one and two, of this volume. 

We have some difficulty in noticing the favours of our correspondents, 
without making public what they desire to conceal. We are greatly 
obliged by the occasional, and still more by the stated contributions of 
many excellent friends; to whom, indeed, the public are even more 
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indebted than ourselves. When they do not see their articles acknowl- 
edged in these notices, they will most commonly find them in the number 
for the same, or the following month; or discover, in the foregoing 
Suggestion the reason of our silence-—We say in general, that articles 
should be in our hands about four weeks before they appear; as thé 
matter for one No. is generally placed in the printers’ hands, ds soon as 
the preceding one is through the press. And the longer the article, the 
sooner we ought to have it. We observe also, that we always give 
preference to the articles of out friends, over our own; respect being had 
only te two points, namely, the variety of our contents, and the devotion 
of part of evety No., to the Papal Controversy. 

e have received eseniheutiie a returned number, without afy indica- 
tion of the person by whom, the office from which, or the reason where- 
fore. Our guessing apparatus is wholly unequal to such cases. 

Sometimes we send the Magazine to those who never personally ordered 
it. Occasionally it is ordered by the friends of those who thus receive it ; 
at other times we send a single copy, as a specirtien,; to persons, whom we 
happen to think of, as likely to approve of, and aid our design; and more 
frequeutly perhaps than either, we have sent it, as a token of our remem- 
brance, te old friends. Any of the last class, who deem it not worth 
postage (to them, in such cases, there being no other charge)—will notify 
the post masters. 

e have been endeavouring to find or make a way for the publication 
of a series of Tracts, of moderate size, and at a low price—to be denom- 
inated TRACTS IN THE PAPAL CONTROVERSY ; and intended for general circu- 
lation, and meant to cover first and last the whole ground of the controversy 
—and to be indefinitely extended. If a more suitable place and person, 
do not offer, the Senior Editor of this Magazine, is willing to Edit, in this 
city, such a series. What we solicit at present, is council, in regard to the 
project. What will the Lord’s people do for such an undertaking ? What 
do the brethren say to it ? 
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